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Current Topics. 


Tue Law Students’ Cn the proceedings at which are 
poet elsewhere, was productive of many suggestions on the 


re 

subject of legal education, but the most important results were 
the statements made by the president of the Inco Law 
Society as to the question now before the Council of the society 
as to the system and subjects of examination, and as to the 
disposal of the “> sums now available for legal education, 
It appears that the Council are considering a suggestion 
that, at the examinations held by the society, the subjects of 
examination should be from time to time revised in order to 
adapt them to new conditions, and that the examination ques- 
tions should be of as practical a character as possible, including 
legal problems and points on which to advise, with references to 
authorities. This, as the president remarked, is not only one of 
the best means of attaining the ends desired, but is also useful 
in testing the value and the character of the teaching, and in 
counteracting mere ing. Itis inly eminently desirable 
that a proportion of the questions should be of this description. 
At present, we are bound to say, from our own observation, and 
the ——ee others, that the rage. the ae 
not to foster the essential qualification ity to ly law 
to facts. Not unfrequently an honours san edie ae ded 
down and learned the futility of airing the ‘‘catch points” he 


-has been taught, is an object of terror in his office. He is 


apparently blissfully unconcerned with the question whether his 
‘* point,” which he is always raising, has much bearing on the case 
before him. While, however, we approve of the 
suggestion which the Council are considering add 
that the satisfactory setting of legal problems necessitates great 
care and discrimination on the of the examiner. It is not 
or the limits of a question to state all the facts essential 
to the point to be solved, and we should imagine that the 


i 





course would be for the examiners to on separate papers, 
cases for the opinion of the candidates. 

Wits reearp to the mode of disposition of the sum of 
£55,000 rescued by the action of the Council from the 
money of the New-inn, ultimately for the purpose of legal 


education, and the further sum of £50,000 which it is hoped to 
obtain from Clifford’s-inn, the president could not say anything 
12 
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definite, except that it would not be appropriated for teaching 
students for the bar only. Whether a general school of law 
would be established was doubtful, but the Attorney-General had 
promised ‘‘that nothing should be done, that his own opinion 
should not even be finally formed, until he had heard what the 
Council of the society had to say on behalf of the solicitor branch 
of the profession—an opportunity they would avail themselves of 
whenever it offered,” and the president said he thought “it might 
be taken that, if they had not a general school of law as a result, 
they would undoubtedly largely, if not entirely, participate in 
the proceeds of New-inn to the extent of £55,000, and that they 
oon have equally a claim on the proceeds of Clifford’s-inn. So 
that, either for general purposes or in particular for the solicitor 
branch of the profession, there must be a considerable accession 
of funds.” Of course, until these questions have been decided, it 
is premature to discuss the mode in which the sums should be 
administered. 





A wHoLty unfounded rumour of the death by assassination of 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, which was circulated last week, caused much 
depression in the price of South African mining shares. It is 
greatly to be regretted that the author of these reports has not 
hitherto been discovered. In the well-known case of Rex v. 
de Berenger (3 M. & S. 67) it was held that it was an indictable 
offence to conspire by false rumours to raise the price of the 
public Government funds with intent to injure the king’s subjects 
who should purchase them. The evidence against Lord Cocu- 
RANE, one of the defendants, was chiefly based upon the fact that 
he held on the morning of the day when the rumour was circu- 
lated a vast amount of the stock called ‘‘Omnium,” and that the 
whole of this stock was sold by him on the same day. Similar 
evidence might possibly be obtained in the present case, but the 
immense increase in the business of the Stock Exchange has 
added largely to the difficulty attending an inquiry into particular 
transactions. 





In a correspondence which has recently been published in the 
Times complaint is made of the old-fashioned system, which still 
revails in numerous transactions, of paying large sums of money 
in cash or bank notes. In several cases of embezzlement which 
have recently been tried in the criminal courts, the persons 
accused were clerks who had received bank notes to a large 
amount from their employers which they had paid into their 
own private accounts. Why, asks the writer of one of the 
letters, cannot the system of certified cheques, which is in vogue 
in the United States, be adopted ? There, on presentation of a 
cheque at a bank for certification, it is stamped, “ certified,” 
and initialled by the cashier, and it is at once debited to the 
drawer’s account, the holder having the guarantee of the bank 
before the cheque is presented for payment. It is quite true 
that scarcely any trace can be found in the English reports of 
the existence of certified cheques, but they are not unknown in 
this country. It appears, from the statement of one of the 
judges of the Supreme Court of the United States, that “it is 
computed by competent authority that the average daily amount 
of such certified cheques in use in the city of New York is not 
lees than 100 million of dollars.” A certified cheque implies 
that there are sufficient funds in the hands of the drawee, and 
that they have been set apart for its satisfaction, and shall be 
lied whenever the cheque is presented for payment. The 
object of certifying a cheque is, of course, to enable the holder 
to use it as money, but it also enables the holder to keep or 
convey the amount specified with safety. It must, however, be 
remembered that the clerk who is prepared to embezzle the 
money of his employer would not hesitate to forge the endorse- 
ment on a certified cheque. 





_ Tue Act, which came into operation last October, passed 
in order to stop the piracy of music, seems likely to fall far 
short of the expectations formed regarding it. It is much 
to be feared that the decision given by the Divisional 
Court this week in the test case of Francis v. Bennett 
(reported elsewhere) will render the Act almost useless. 
Section 2 of the Act allows pirated music to be seized without 
warrant while it is being hawked in the streets, by any constable, 


‘ 
4 





—= 
on the request in writing of the owner of the copyright. Andij 
is further provided that ‘‘on the seizure of any such copies, they 
shall be conveyed by such constable before a court of su 
jurisdiction, and, on proof that they are infringements of copy. 
right, shall be forfeited or destroyed, or otherwise dealt with as 
the court may think fit.” There is, however, nothing in the Ae 
which says anything, one way or the other, as to procedure, or as 
to whether the hawker must be present when the court is asked 
to make an order for destruction or forfeiture. The Londop 
magistrates have differed considerably in their views on this 
matter. Some have refused to make an order unless a summons 
had been served on the hawker ; others have made the order on 
the ex parte application of the copyright owner, on being assured 
that when the music was seized, the hawker was informed by the 
constable when and where the application for an order for 
destruction would be made. The recent case was stated by Mr, 
Curtis Bennett with the object of having this matter settled, 
and, pending settlement, the operation of the Act may almost be 
said to have been suspended. 





Now, By section 51 (3) of the Summary Jurisdiction A¢t, 


1879, “where any act or thing, other than the payment of | 


a sum of money, is required or authorized by an order of 
a court of summary jurisdiction to be done,” the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts shall apply. Also, by section 1 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, wherever justices have 
authority to make an order, they are required to issue a summons 
to the person concerned, except where the application is by law 
to be made ex parte. Nothing is said in the Musical Copy- 
right Act expressly authorizing the order to be made ex parte; 
and it is certainly a serious matter to order property to be 
seized without warrant, and to be then destroyed without 
regularly giving the person from whom it has been seized 
an ie gregee of being heard. All the same, it was 
probably the intention of Parliament that orders for destruction 
should be made ez parte. When property is interfered with, 
however, any departure from the ordinary principles of law 
should be plainly stated and not left to be gathered by implica- 
tion from an Act of Parliament. This was the view taken by 
the High Court, and the decision was that the verbal notice 
given by a constable is not sufficient, and that an order for 
destruction can only be made on summons. This is in strict 
accordance, no doubt, with the established principles of law, 
but it makes the Musical Copyright Act almost useless. As 
was stated in a case this week before Mr. Pau Taytor, the Act 
is defied with impunity. These hawkers are members of the 
lowest and most irresponsible class. They have scouts on the 
look-out for every agent of the Copyright Association, so that 
they are soon aware when he is in the neighbourhood ; then, on 
the appearance of a constable, they run off and conceal their 
goods. There is no power to arrest them or detain them in any 
way. When the music of one of them is seized, he gives a false 
name and address, and is perfectly safe in so doing. ‘Then itis 
found impossible to serve any summons, and the next night 
another ruffian is selling in the same place, whilst the first has 
probably migrated to a new neighbourhood. As the summons 
cannot be served, no order can be made as to the goods, 

so they accumulate at the police-station until the police cannot 
take any more in. This is a most unfortunate state of things, 
and clearly the Act has failed. The trade, however, is a most 
dishonest one, and morally everyone concerned is. guilty of 
stealing and deserves punishment. The Act, therefore, needs 
amendment, and to become effective it should contain provisions 
authorizing (at least) the detention of a hawker until his name 
and address can be ascertained. We do not see, however, why 
an amending Act should not go much further, and provide fine 
or imprisonment for both printers and hawkers. 





Tux custom of using valued policies in marine insurance has 
practical advantages, but it not infrequently happens that the 
parties are dissatisfied with the manner in ‘hich claims 
the policy work out when the actual value happens # 
differ from the value stated in the policy. i 
well illustrated by the decision of the House of Lords, affirming 
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that of the Court of Appeal, in Steamship Balmoral Co. v. Marten 
51 W. R. 173; 1902, A.C. 511). The ship was valued in the 
icy at £33,000, and it was stipulated in the usual way that 
“for so much as concerns the assured by agreement between the 
assured and the assurers”’ that was to be taken to be the value. 
It happened, however, that general average expenses and 
salvage charges were incurred, and in the usual course the ship, 
cargo, and freight were required to contribute tothese. or the 
P of ascertaining the amount of the respective contribu- 
tions, the value of the ship was not taken at the policy value, 
but at what was supposed to be the real value—namely, £40,000. 
Obviously, upon this basis the contribution to be made by the ship 
was larger than it would have been had she been-taken at the 
policy value of £33,000. The underwriters objected to making 
this amount, and claimed that, under the conditions of the 


policy, they could not be required to contribute any sum’ 


which was ascertained upon a value of the ship exceeding 
£33,000. The shipowners replied that the underwriters 
were not entitled to inquire into the value of the ship upon 
which the calculation was based, but, since the contract of 
insurance was one of indemnity, were bound to pay the actual 
loss sustained by the shipowners. It has been decided that the 
view taken by the underwriters, which is in accordance with 
usage in this country, is correct, and that the claim against 
them can be supported only to the extent to which it is justified 
by assuming the ship to be valued at £33,000, and for practical 
purposes this has been taken to be thirty-three-fortieths of the 
sum actually assessed as the ship’s contribution. Theoretically, 
however, as Srrrtine, L.J., pointed out in his judgment in the 
Court of Appeal, and Lord Macnacuren in the House of Lords, 
this is incorrect, and the contributions ought to have been 
calculated over again on the basis of a value of £33,000, but 
arithmetical niceties are not always followed in business. 





THe supGMENT of Buckuey, J., in Carr v. Anderson (51 W. R. 
165; 1903, 1 Oh. 90) contains an interesting discussion of the 
extent of the power of sale conferred by the Felony Act, 1870 
(338 .& 34 Vict. c. 23), on the administrator of a convict. The 
Act abolished forfeiture of lands and goods for treason and felony, 
and substituted a system under which the custody and manage- 
ment of the property of a convict—that is, of a person against 
whom judgment of death or of penal servitude has been pro- 
nounced upon a charge of treason or felony—may be committed 
to an administrator appointed by the Crown. Extensive powers 
of dealing with the property are vested in the administrator, and 
subject thereto, the property and the income are to be held in 
trust for the convict and his heirs or personal representatives. The 
powers of dealing with the property are contained in section 12, 
which enacts that ‘‘the administrator shall have absolute power 
to let, mortgage, sell, convey, and transfer” any part of the 
convict’s real and personal property as he thinks fit. These 
words are as Prod | as they could well be, and do not seem to 
give any pretext for auramy | to any particular exercise of the 
powers by the administrator, but the attempt made by section 17 


to make this point perfectly clear suggested the argument in 


the above case. Section 17 provides that “ all contracts of letting 
or sale, mortgages, conveyances, or transfers of property bond fide 
made by the said administrator under the powers of this Act, and 
all payments or deliveries over of property bond fide made by or 
er the authority of the said administrator for any of the pur- 
poses hereinbefore mentioned ”—that is, for payment of debts, of 
compensation to persons injured by the criminal act of the con- 
viet, &e.—‘‘ shall be binding,” and the propriety thereof is not to 
be questioned by the convict. It was suggested in the present case 
the words “ for any of the purposes hereinbefore mentioned ” 
qualified all the preceding words so as to make it possible to 
question a sale upon the ground that it was unnecessary for the 
Purpose of making payments, but BuoxtEy, J., rejected the 
argument, and held thet the sole condition of validity in the case 
of @ sale was that it should be made bond fide. This condition, he 
held, was satisfied in the present case, although he made 

tome observations as to the conduct of sales by the officials 
Scotland Yard which will probably lead to the procedure, in 
tases where a prison official is appointed administrator, being 





Tue atrempr made by Kay, J., in Re Bate (43 Ch. D, 600) 
to effect a change in the usually accepted order in which assets 
are available in the administration of the estate of a deceased 
person for payment of debts has not been viewed with favour by 
other judges of the Chancery Division, and the decision of 
Kexewion, J., in Re Roberts (51 W. R. 89; 1902, 2 Oh. 834) is 
the third case in which it has not been followed. According to 
the statement contained in the edition of Seton referred to in 
Re Bate (4th ed., pp, 989, 990), the items placed respectively 
— ‘cg fifth in order are, (4) real estates devised 
with the payment of debts, and (5 eral pecuniary | es. 
Thus the "oa estates so Seaek sats be por wen Ae re 
any inroad is made on the pecuniary legacies, and if 
the funds available for satisfying these have been used for 
creditors, the legatees are entitled to have the real estate 
marshalled in their favour. In Re Bate, Kay, J., disputed this, 
but his judgment consisted of little more than the suggestion 
that the statement in Seton probably originated in some mistake. 
Upon general principles it would not, perhaps, be easy to explain 
why any preference in such a case should be shewn to pecuniary 
legatees. Since the general personal estate is the primary fund 
for payment of debts, it may be argued that pecuniary legacies 
should be treated as part of it for the purpose of administration, 
and, moreover, that a mere direction to pay debts ought not to 
make devised real estate liable before pecuniary legacies. 
The testator cannot be supposed by such a_ general 
direction to have intended any preference of the pecuniary 
legatees over the specific devisees. But it would be of little 
value to argue the question on general principle except with a 
view to a complete rearrangement of the matter. The direction 
to pay debts makes them a charge on the specifically-devised 
real estates, and hence, technically speaking, the testator has 
shewn an intention that they shall bear the debts, while he has 
shewn no such intention as against the pecuniary legatees. 
Hence, in Re Stokes (67 L. T. 222), Srreurxe, J., upon a review 
of the matter, declined to follow Re Bate, and affirmed the 
accepted order of administration, and the same course was taken 
by soi J.,in Re Salt (1895, 2 Ch. 203), and has now been 
taken by Kexewicn, J., in Re Roberts (supra). Hence it may 
be regarded as settled that the preference is to be given to the 


pecuniary legatees. 


WE READ in one of the financial newspapers that ‘‘ there is a 
general feeling among members of the Exchange that the 
time has now come to severely disco the practice of stock- 
brokers becoming trustees.” The reason for this feeling is 
stated to be that a stockbroker may often find that, owing to a 
series of failures in the House, or the default of a large client, he 
is in urgent need of money to save the credit of his firm. In 
these circumstances even honourable men are exposed to strong 
temptations with regard to securities which they hold as trustees. 
They may think that there is no great harm in borrowing 
the trustee securities for a few days, and that they will be able 
to replace them as soon as the crisis is over. They are, therefore, 
easily induced to take a course which brings ruin to themselves 
and the beneficiaries. The writer observes that the same 
temptations may arise in the case of all trustees engaged in 
business, and this, we think, shews that the feeling to which he 
refers is somewhat ted. Where the trust funds consist 
of negotiable or ‘‘ bearer” securities, there may be serious 
objections to Nirgs Cone in a stockbroker as sole trustee. But 
great difficulty is o: found in inducing competent persons to 
undertake the management of a trust, and a stockbroker of good 
experience and ition might be a valuable coll if 
associated with others who gave proper attention to their duties. 
We doubt very much whats safety is promoted by the whole- 
sale rejection as trustees of persons belonging to any particular 
class or calling. We believe that the late Lord ¥,in a 
case which came before him, refused to appoint a relation of the 
beneficiaries as trustee, because he said that all breaches of trust 
were committed by relations. The learned j p 800 
in his haste, for though relations undoubtedly 
of breaches of trust, it would be difficult to shew that this share 


is much larger than that of The great bulk of trust 
coperty is* properly eduiuistered, and ia cose which invelve 





| Risoretion and judgment, much inconvenience might arise if 
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unnecessary restrictions were placed on the choice of persons who 
are to exercise the office of trustee. 





Tr may be assumed that the framers of the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, were actuated by a desire further to facilitate the adminis- 
tration of estates when, by section 4, they expressly empowered 
personal representatives, in the absence of a contrary intention 
in the will, to appropriate, with the consent of a legatee, any 
part of the residuary estate in satisfaction of his legacy; but the 
case of Re Beverley (49 W. R. 343; 1901, 1 Ch. 681) shewed 
that the new provision ignored the — of executors in this 

t which already existed, and had it been held to abrogate 
them it would have been a source of considerable embarrass- 
ment. It was decided, however, by Bucxtey, J., in that case, 
that, though the new provision applies to personal as well as to real 
estate, yet it does not interfere with any previously existing power, 
and the same result has been arrived at by Kexewicn, J., in the 
recent case of Re Hall] (51 W.R. 107). There a legacy had been 
left to an infant contingently on her attaining twenty-one or 
marrying under that age, but without interest in the meantime. 
The trustees invested £1,000 to meet this legacy, but the security 
which they selected depreciated in value, and the infant, 
on coming of age, refused to accept it in satisfaction of her 
legacy. It was argued on her behalf that there could be no 
appropriation in the case of a contingent legacy where interest 
was not o— in the meantime; but, though apparently a 
contingent legatee cannot under such circumstances insist on 
appropriation as against the residuary legatee, provided the latter 
gives security (see Webber v. Webber, 1 Sim. & St. 311), yet the 
executors are at liberty to make such appropriation if the 
residuary legatee does not object, and the present case, moreover, 
was not one where the consent of the legatee was required. The 
executors’ power is not interfered with by the Land Transfer 
Act, and the appropriation accordingly was valid and bound the 


legatee. 





THe cuaRces brought against an official of the Great Fingall 
Mining Co. have led to complaints that there are many com- 
panies which decline to avail themselves of the provisions 
authorized by the Forged Transfers Act, 1891, for wulkinn com- 
pensation for losses from forged transfers of shares. ‘This Act, 
as is well known, authorizes companies to make such com- 

tion out of their funds, and (if they think fit) to impose a 
ee on every transfer for the purpose of providing the amount 
required. They are also authorized to impose such restrictions 
on the transfer of their shares as they may consider requisite for 
guarding against losses arising from forgery. It is now urged 
that the Act ought to be made compulsory; the argument in 
favour of this course being that the only persons who can 
effectually check the genuineness of a transfer are those who 
have the charge of the register of shares, while the transferee 
has no means of finding out whether the transfer which he has 
accepted is or is not a forgery. The advantage of having an 
insurance against losses by such —— is obvious, and we are 
at present unable to discover any objection to an amendment of 
the Act in the direction proposed. 








Promoters, says the Daily Mail, are evidently hastening to take advan- 
tage of the facilities offered by the island of Guernsey for registering public 
companies without paying the heavy capital duty demanded by Somerset 
House. On Saturday four new companies were registered in the island. 
The secretary of a London company which is to be registered in Guernsey 
said that this procedure would bring them mainly under the Act of 1862. 
iene be able to file any articles of association they liked, and regis- 
tra in Guernsey would, generally speaking, give them much more free- 
dom. In order to comply with local requirements it would be necessary, 
he added, for the company to have offices and bold their annual meetings 
in the island. These, however, were only formal matters. An office could | 
be obtained through the medium of a solicitor, and the annual meeting 
would consist of a few shareholders, who would deal with all the essential 
matters and then adjourn to London, where in reality all the business of 
the ompeny would be transacted. The secretary pointed out that regis- 
tration in Guernsey was decidedly economical. No matter what amount of 
capital was required, the sum to be paid never exceeded £100, Several 

soli 4 now have the names of a dozen or twenty English com- 
panies on their doors. A large number of them are South African and 
other concerns, The general belief in Guernsey is that these regis- 
trations are illegal. 


Public-house Leases and the 
Licensing Act, 1902. 
L 


Tux provision of the Licensing Act, 1902, s. 9, that in futur 
no conviction of a licence-holder shall be recorded on the 
licence, makes it material to i ar how far the covenants 
usually inserted in a public-house lease for the protection of the 
licences and the decisions relating to them are affected. The 
covenantsin question vary in arrangement andin wording, but they 
may be arranged and their purport shortly described as follows; 
—(1) To use the demised premises as a public-house only and 
(in many cases) to reside and ety carry on the business; 
(2) to keep the premises open at lawful hours, and to 
endeavour to maintain and extend the business; (3) to conduct 
the business in a lawful and orderly manner, and not to cause 
any nuisance or annoyance to neighbouring tenants and occupiers; 
(4) not to do anything to imperil the licences; (5) at the proper 
times to apply for renewals ; and (6) to facilitate a transfer of the 
licences upon the determination of the tenancy. The most 
important of these covenants in practice, and the only one which 
it is necessary for the present purpose to consider, is the fourth— 
the covenant, that is, which is intended to prevent any mis- 
conduct in relation to the licensed premises which might have 
the effect of causing the licences to be forfeited or their renewal 
refused. 

The provisions with regard to the recording of convictions on 
licences which have been repealed by the Licensing Act, 1902, 
were contained chiefly in sections 30, 31, and 55 of the Licensing 
Act, 1872, and section 13 of the Act of 1874. Section 55 of the 
Act of 1872 directed that every conviction of a licensed person 
for an offence under the Act committed by him as such should 
be indorsed on his licence, and also entered by the clerk to the 
licensing justices in the register of licences kept by him, and 
section 30 enacted that after the indorsing on a licence of two 
convictions, a third conviction should entail the forfeiture of the 
licence, and the disqualification of the convicted person for five 
years, and also, unless the justices otherwise ordered, the 
disqualification of the premises for two years. The Licensing 
Act, 1874, by section 13, mitigated the rigour of this procedure by 
vesting in the justices a discretion whether or no they should 
order the conviction to be indorsed on the licence, and this 
discretion was to be exercised after inspection of the register of 
licences or of a copy of the entries therein relating to the licence of 
the offender. In view of those provisions, it became material to 
determine whether the conviction of a licence-holder was a matter 
which constituted a breach of a covenant intended to protect the 
licence, and the question arosein Wooler v. Knott (24 W. R. 1004, 
1 Ex. D. 265). There, by a lease made after the ae Act, 
1874, came into operation, the lessee covenanted not to “ do, or 
omit, or permit, or suffer to be done or omitted, avy act, matter, 
or thing whatsoever that can or may affect, lessen, or make void 
either or any of the licences for the time being granted to the 
public-house.”” The lessee was convicted of two offences against 
the Licensing Acts committed on the same day, but the justices 
directed that the convictions should not be recorded on the 
licences. It was held that there had been no breach of the 
covenant. The covenant, it was pointed out, was not aimed at 
non-renewal, but only at the affecting of the existing licences, 
and a mere conviction unindorsed did not have this result. The 
licence would not be lost unless the conviction were followed by 
two further convictions which were recorded, and these again by 
another conviction. It was not to be presumed that all these 
offences were going to be committed, and hence the licences were 
not affected. 

Although Wooler v. Knott has been frequently referred to as 
an authority, its value in this respect is diminished by the 
circumstance that the covenant in question did not exprossly 
provide Ps pews the imperilling of the renewal of the licences, 
though, of course, this was the intention. In the later case of 


Harmann v. Powell (60 L. J. Q. B, 628) the covenant was in the 
usual fuller, form, and bound the lessee not to “‘ do or suffer te 
be done on the premises any act whereby the licences necessary 





for using the premises as an inn, tavern, or public-house may 
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be forfeited or the renewal thereof withheld.” The lessee was 
twice convicted of offences as licence-holder, and the convictions 
were indo He assigned the lease, and a subsequent 
occupant obtained a renewal of the licence. Nevertheless, it 
was held that there had been a breach of the covenant. “The 
object of the covenant,” said A. L. Smrrn, J., ‘ was obvious, 
and that object was that the tenant should not jeopardize or 
allow to be put in jeopardy the licence of the house or the 
transfer of the licence.” The indorsing of the convictions had 
put the renewal in jeopardy, and this was not altered by the 
circumstance that the renewal had not been in fact withheld. 
In Fleetwood v. Hull (37 W.R. 714, 23 Q. B. D. 35) the covenant 
was also aimed at non-renewal, but the conviction was not 
jndorsed, and Cuartezs, J., held that, as in Wooler v. Knott 
(supra), there had been no breach. The lessee covenanted that 
he would “‘ conduct and manage the business in such 
proper and orderly manner as to afford no ground or pretext 
whatever whereby the licence or licences should or might be 
suspended, discontinued, or forfeited.” Craries, J., observed 
that the justices’ discretion as to renewal, though absolute, was 
to be exercised judicially, and he was unable to say whether the 
unindorsed conviction was obtained under circumstances which 


‘ would on some future occasion influence the minds of the justices. 


“Tf,” he said, ‘‘the conviction had been indorsed on the licence, 
a question might have arisen whether the licence was or was not 
endangered. If two convictions had been indorsed, then the 
licence would no doubt have been in danger, because a third 
conviction could, by section 30 of the Licensing Act, 1872, forfeit 
the licence. But in the absence of any indorsed conviction I 
cannot see that the licence has been endangered.” 

The above decisions shew that considerable uncertainty 
attached to the effect of a conviction under the Licensing Acts 
upon a covenant aimed in general terms at conduct which might 
put the existing licences or their renewal in peril ; and in some 
precedents this uncertainty was removed by making the lessee 
covenant not to commit any offence against the laws for the time 
being in force concerning public-houses (Key and Elphinstone 
(7th ed.), vol. 1, p. 760; Prideaux (18th ed.), vol. 1, p. 74), it 
being further added that any conviction of the lessee (whether 
indorsed on the licence or not), or any complaint made by the 
police authorities or the inhabitants, should be conclusive evidence 
of abreach of the covenant. A covenant accepted in this rigorous 


‘form by the lessee could leave little doubt as to its construction, 


though, save in the case of short leases where the lessee was to be 
theactuallicence-holder, it would seem toimpose too greata burden 
onhim. But in future thedistinction between convictions, according 
as they are or are not indorsed on the licence, will not arise. The 
Licensing Act, 1902, does away entirely with indorsement on 
the licence, and repeals the provisions of the Acts of 1872 and 
1874 referred to above. In.their place it provides that where 
a licensed person is convicted before any court of an offence 
committed by him as such, notice of the conviction is to be 
entered by the clerk to the licensing justices in the register of 
licences; and “on any application for the grant, renewal, or 
transfer of a licence, the licensing justices shall have regard to 
any entries in the register of licences relating either to the 
n by whom or to the premises in respect of which the licence 
isto be held.” There will thus no longer be forfeiture of an 
existing licence in the event of a certain number of convictions, 
though, of course, forfeiture may still occur in the case of offences 
to which this penalty is specifically attached, such as knowingly 
harbouring thieves (Prevention of Crimes Act, 1871, s. 10), or 
making an internal communication between the licensed premises 
and any unlicensed premises used for public entertainment 
(Licensing Act, 1872, s. 9), or the offence, created by section 11 
of the Act of 1902, of making alterations which give increased 
sm for drinking, &c., without the consent of the licensing 
ces, 
But while repeated convictions for offences against the 
Licensing Acts vil no longer entail forfeiture, and they thus 
me in this respect of less importance in relation to the 
covenant in question, yet in regard to the renewal of the 
ce, their importance seems to be increased. Every conviction 
of a licence-holder for an offence committed by him as such must 
be entered, and since upon an application for renewal the licensing 


justives are specifically required to have regard to the entries in 





the register, it can hardly be said that the entry of the conviction 
does not make the licence liable to be withheld. It will be safer, 
however, to avoid any question on the point by adding to the 
covenant words corresponding to those hitherto in use, which 
will refer specifically to the present statutory provisions. Thus 
the covenant may run : 

“That during the continuance of the tenancy neither the 
lessee [in which term his assigns will have been included by 
—) ad - —— or tenants will do or suffer 
anything whereby the licences necessary for keeping open the 
demised premises as a fully-licensed pablo. Ligure Bog or 
become liable to be forfeited or the renewal thereof withheld, 
and that no entry whatever of a conviction of the person 
for the time being holding the licences in respect of the demised 
premises for an offence as such licensed person (unless the same 
shall be reversed or annulled on appeal), and no entry in 
respect of the demised_ premises which may prejudically affect 
the existence or renewal of such licences, be made in the 
register of licences kept by the clerk to the licensing justices.” 

The covenant can be made more stringent, if thought desirable, 
by making the lessee covenant also that there shall be no com- 
plaint made by the police authorities or by the neighbouring 
inhabitants. The words referring to underlessees are intro- 
duced to meet the decision in Bryant v. Hancock (1898, 1 Q. B. 
716; 1899, A. C. 442) that a covenant of this nature purporting 
to bind ‘‘assigns” does not necessarily extend to the acts of 
underlessees, but this question, as well as some further points 
arising on the new Licensing Act, can be conveniently reserved 
for a further article. 








The Negotiation of Strict 


Settlements. 
II. 


THe question what, as between father and son, are fair terms 
of a resettlement, is one of considerable nicety: see the opinions 
of Mr. Butter and another conveyancer, cited 3 Dav. Pre. 276. 
Notwithstanding that the father, as protector of the settlement, 
is not to be deemed to be a trustee in respect of his power to 
consent to the son’s disentailing assurance (Fines and Recoveries 
Act, s. 36), cases have occurred where the resettlement was 
upset on the ground of undue influence exerted by the father: 
see the cases collected 2 Vaiz. 1513, 3 Dav. Pre. 278. 

It is not wise to call upon a son who has just attained 
twenty-one to make a tiene unless the provisions made 
for him are very liberal, as, from the nature of the case, he can 
hardly be said to be emancipated from parental control, and it is 
hardly fair to call upon a young man, ignorant of the value of 
money, to deprive himself of his control over property, the 
exceptional cases being where either it is desired to protect 
him against himself or against the importunities of an extravagant 
relation. 

In every case— except, haps, where the son is a man of 
mature Be and is ‘couple 5p bee pnp: from his father’s 
control—the father’s solicitor should insist on the son’s having 
separate advice—by which we do not mean merely having a 
solicitor to settle the draft on his behalf, but seeing that he 
has a solicitor who will explain to him the uences that 
the resettlement will have on his fortune, and will have the 
courage to insist on his not accepting unreasonable terms. _ 

It will be observed that, from the nature of the case, the son is, 

nerally speaking, under his father’s influence, and it might be 

ought that, having regard to this influence, the validity of the 
resettlement depends on the son’s receiving the precise equivalent 
for that which he gives up, but this view is incorrect. The 
resettlement will be upheld if it be of a reasonable character, if 
the son understands all the provisions of it, and if he has 
independent advice. The answer to the question, what are 
“reasonable” provisions? depends upon the circumstances of 
each particular case. Assuming that the resettlement contains 
no provisions, or at least no important provisions, for the benefit 
of the father, and that a proper provision is made for the son 
during his father’s lifetime, and for his wife and children after 
his death, it may not be unreasonable for the son to make some 
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provisions for the benefit of his mother and his younger brothers 
and sisters, and to extend the limitations to collaterals. 

Cases where the father takes a substantial benefit present 

difficulties. In order to support such a settlement, it must 
shewn that the son is completely emancipated. Even if 
complete emancipation can be proved, the age and capacity of 
the son may be of importance, though they are of little import- 
ance in the case of an unemancipated child. 

Let us consider a case of common occurrence. The father has 
incumbered his life interest, and according to the usual practice, 
has insured his life for an amount rather larger than the mort- 
gage money. He proposes that the mortgages should be 
thrown on the fee. If the son is a man of mature years, com- 
pletely emancipated from parental control, assisted with inde- 
pendent advice, and having a clear knowledge of the effect of 
what he is doing, it will be difficult for him to set the resettle- 
ment aside. But, on the other hand, if the resettlement is made 
shortly after he comes of age, and he applies for relief within a 
reasonable time, he will probably be able to have it set aside. 

If, owing to the position of the father, it is desired in a case of 
this nature to throw the mortgages on to the fee—in which case 
he will have to pay a lower rate of interest than he pays on the 
in of his life interest and policies—and the son is not 
completely emancipated, the safest course is to keep up the 
policies out of the income of the life estate and to declare that 
the policy moneys are to be A gf as if they had formed 
capital moneys arising from a sale of the settled property. But, 
as before stated, the question whether the provisions are 
reasonable must depend on the circumstances of each particular 
case. We need hardly say that it often happens in a case of 
this nature that the son, owing to his affection for his father, is 
willing to allow the mortgages to be thrown on the fee and to 
have the policies surrendered. If this is done, and the son is 
unemancipated, the resettlement will be liable to be set aside. 

It is the usual and proper practice to give to the father and 
son a joint 2 sate of appointment overriding all the provisions 
of the resettlement. It may happen that on the son’s marriage, 
especially if he marries an heiress, it becomes desirable to vary 
the provisions of the resettlement ; or, again, owing to the change 
in the habits of mankind, it may be desirable to employ the land 
for some purpose which was not contemplated at the time of the 
resettlement. For example, at the present day, if the settled 
land is near a watering-place, it may be desirable to grant a 
lease for golf links, while if the settlement was made twenty 
years ago, it would probably contain no express power to grant 
a lease for that purpose, but the lease could be granted under 
the overriding power. Many years ago the writer settled an 
important deed of resettlement, comprising land on which a 
growing town was situated. Owing to the peculiar circum- 
stances of the property, many dealings became desirable which 
were not and could not have been contemplated at the date of 
the settlement, and they were all carried out without difficulty 
under the joint power. 

On behalf of the son, it should be stipulated that an annuity, 
payable during the life of the father so long as the son or any 
widow or child of his shall be living, should be paid to the son 
during his life, and after his death to trustees for his widow and 
children. The question as to the amount of the annuity that 
should be stipulated for is one of considerable difficulty. It is 
ay considered that the annuity payable to the son should 
argely exceed the allowance that the father, if he were seised in 
fee, would make to his son: see 3 Day. Pre. 271 (note). This 
view, which is constantly acted on in practice, has the incon- 
venience, if the settlement is made where the son is young, of 

iving to him a larger income than is good for so young a man. 

o avoid this, it is sometimes provided that he should take but 
a moderate annuity at once, but that his annuity should be 
increased on his marriage or on his attaining a certain age 
without having been married. 

It is impossible to lay down any rule as to the proper 
amount of the annuity payable during the father’s life to the 
widow and children of the son ; sometimes it is made of a larger 
amount if the son marries with the father’s consent, or on the 
cesser of existing jointures. 

It will be observed that if the son survives his father his 
annuity ceases on the father’s death, and, therefore, has to be 





aggregated with the father’s estate for the purpose of estat 
duty. Duty can therefore be saved by settling part of the estat 
on theson, his wife and children, without giving the father a lif, 
interest therein. This course may be adopted where there is an 
outlying part of the estate which is not necessary for the 
enjoyment of the bulk of it. 

The next question is whether it is proper to enable the father 
to exercise any of the powers annexed to his life estate by the 
original settlement. If it is merely wished that he should be 
able to over-reach family charges created by the original settle. 
ment by means of the powers vested in him by the Settled Land 
Acts as tenant for life under that settlement, it is unnecessar 
to preserve his old life estate (e Mundy and Roper, 1890, Ch. 275); 
but if it is intended to preserve any power, such as a power to 
jointure an after-taken wife, the limitation of his life estate 
under the resettlement should be expressed to be in restoration 
of his life estate under the original settlement, as if this is done 
he will be able to exercise the powers in question. 

In ordinary cases the son may fairly stipulate that his 
daughters should take estates tail, either successively or in 
remainder one after the other, in priority to the limitations to 
collaterals, and he may even object to extending the limitations 


to collaterals. But where in a resettlement the limitations to . 


the daughters of a son were postponed to the limitations to 
his brothers, so as to make the estates devolve together with a 
title, the provision was held not to be unreasonable: Hartopp vy. 
Hartopp (21 Beay. 259). And perhaps it may be said that, 
generally speaking, it is not an unreasonable provision to 
extend the limitations to collaterals where the effect of so doing 
will be to annex the land to an hereditary title. 

It is by no means clear whether the insertion of a clause shift- 
ing the estate from the son on his succeeding to another estate is 
unreasonable. Probably the answer depends on the circum- 
stances of the case. If the original settlement contains such a 
clause, the son does not lose much by agreeing to its being 
inserted, but if this is not the case, probably special circum- 
stances would be required to render the insertion reasonable. 

If the property is heavily incumbered, it will generally be 
proper to are that part of it should be sold forthwith for the 
purpose of discharging the incumbrances. But sometimes, where 
the property has been fora long time in the family, a strong 
objection is raised to a sale, but it is arranged that some pro- 
vision should be made for the discharge of the incumbrances, 
One scheme, which is fair as between father and son, is to insure 
the life of the survivor of the father and son, and to provide for 
the payment of the premiums out of the annual income, so that 
both father and son will bear their share. But it must be 
remembered that, as the money will not be paid till after the 
death of the survivor, neither father nor son will ever obtain any 
personal benefit from the insurance, they will only put by for 
the sake of posterity. 

It is impossible to lay down any rule as to what powers of 
jointuring and charging portions given to the son will be held 
“reasonable.” It is soobaihe that if the total jointures and por- 
tions that can be charged by the son are equal in amount to the 
jointures and portions provided, either by way of charge or of 
power to charge, for the father’s widow and younger children 


by the original settlement, no objection to the amount is likely . 


to be gay Of course, cases may happen where, owing to 
the fall in rents, it will not be possible for the son to have 
sufficient powers of charging jointures and portions; if this be 
the case, it affords strong grounds for objecting, on behalf of the 
son, to a strict settlement, though he need not be unwilling to 
resettle the property on trusts similar to the usual trusts of 
personalty. 

It is of the utmost importance to insert wide powers of 
management, for, as above pointed out, circumstances Sevad and 
powers which at the date of the settlement would be sufficient 
may eventually become inadequate. For example, no one would 
have expected a few years ago that natural illuminating gas 
would be found in England. “This is now the case, and it might 
ay be very difficult under the ordinary powers conferre 

y the Settled Land Acts to grant a lease of the right to take it. 


A general power to grant leases, easements, profits « prendrt, 


&c., over the settled land will be found useful: see a form im 
Inquiry should be made whether there is aay 


2 K. & E. 625, 
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special clause, generally adopted in the place where the land is 
situated—as, for example, a power to grant building leases for 
aterm longer than ninety-nine years, or a power to sell for fee- 


farm rent—which should be inserted. 








Reviews. 
The Law of Land. 


Tae Law oF LAND: IncLUDING NATURAL AND ACQUIRED RIGHTS, 
AND THE RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS ARISING OUT OF THE USE AND 
ExJoYMENT OF LAND. By H.S. THeopatp, M.A., K.C. William 
Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


This work deals in a novel and very instructive and useful manner 
with the various rights and liabilities incident to the ownership and 
use of land. It differs from the ordinary books on real property in 
that it isnot concerned with the creation of the various estates which 
may exist in land, and it does not include the law of landlord and 
tenant. The matters with which it deals are to be found in 
books on easements and on torts rather than in works which 
deal primarily with conveyancing. And the learned author 
has worked with the idea that some day there may be a codification 
of this branch of the law and that his arrangement of the principles 
and the authorities may then be useful to the codifier. ‘‘The book,” 
he says in the preface, ‘‘has been written primarily for the practical 
lawyer, and in the hope that it may be a useful clue through the 
maze of cases. The author has also had in his mind’s eye that person, 
probably yet unborn, whose duty it may be some day to codify the 
law of land.” In accordance with the idea the work is rather a 
statement of principles with references to the authorities on which 
they are founded, than an argumentative discussion of them. 
Occasionally indeed the author diverges into argument, as when he 
aiticizes the doctrine of Wood v. Leadbitter (13 M. & W. 838), that a 
ticket of admission to a stand on a racecourse, although paid for, gives 
only a revocable licence to enter; or expounds the effect of a decision, 
as where he shows that Walsh v.-Lonsdale (21 Ch. D. 9) stops short of 
effecting a fusion of law and equity. But in general the extent of 
subject-matter which he succeeds in covering within a very moderate 
compass necessitates a style which is rather that of a digest than a 
treatise. The practising lawyer will find the work full of concisely 
stated information, with ample reference to authorities, and it repre- 
sents a definite step forward in the classification and arrangement of 
the law relating to land. 
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Gibson & Weldon’s Student’s Practice of the Courts: Being a 
Practical Exposition of the Proceedings in the Supreme Court of 
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inations of the Law Society. Seventh Edition. By ARTHUR WELDON 
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Publishing Offices. 
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Appendix. By Joun Evstace Harman, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Second Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


An Analysis of the Education Act, 1902, together with a full text of 
the measure, and a copious index. Compiled by Hartiey B. N. 
Mornersoie, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. addon, Best & Co. 


The Law and Practice relating to the Formation of Companies 
(Limited by Shares) under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. With 
an appendix containing Registration Forms and Precedents of 
Memorandum, and Articles of Association. By VALE NIcoLAs, 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
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Statutes, Orders, &c. Edited by W. A. Casson, Barrister-at-Law, 
ad A. F. Jenkin, Barrister-at-Law. Knight & Co. 

The Education Act, 1902 (2 Edw. 7, c. 42). Fully Explained, with 
Historical Introduction and A pendices, containing Sections of the 
Education Acts, 1870—1900, and other Statutes, together with Orders, 
Memorandum of the Board of Education, Model Standing Orders, &c. 

Wittiam A, Casson, Barrister-at-Law, and G. Czor WHITELEY, 
, Barrister-at-Law. Knight & Co. 


Sy 
Fes 


Knight’s Handbook for Members of Local Education Authorities 
and Education Committees. Compiled by an Official. Knight & Co. 

Education Act, 1902. Knight’s Handbook for Managers of Public 
Elementary Schools, with the Text of the Act and an Index thereto. 
Compiled by an Official. Knight & Co. Price 2s. 6d. net. 








Correspondence. 


Land Registration. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.} 


Sir,—We enclose copy of a correspondence that has passed between 
the Registry Office and ourselves with regard to an outstanding legal 
estate. The registrar, it will be seen, declines to help us to solve a 
difficulty that has been created solely by the new system. The loss of 
the legal estate for all time is obviously, however, far too serious a 
matter to be passed over quietly, so we are writing this letter in the 
hope that you or one of your readers may be able to aid us in solving 
the problem in question. LEGGATT, RUBINSTEIN, & Co. 
5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, Jan. 9. 


The following is the correspondence referred to: 


5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., 
5th December, 1902. 


28, road, 


Dear Sir,—We sent yesterday the following documents to your office for 
registration : 





1902, November 11th.—Lease. 
- - 25th.—Assignment, 
” ” 28th.—Mortgage. . 
Our representative informs us that you say that you cannot register the 
lease as the assignment was made before the lease was registered. Will 
you kindly say what you now advise us to do.—Yours truly, 
(Signed) Leceatt, Runrstery, & Co. 
The Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


Land Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
6th December, 1902. 
28, road. 

Gentlemen,—In reply to your letter of yesterday I beg to say that your 
representative appears to be under a slight misapprehension as to what he 
was told here. 

There is no difficulty in registering the lease, but as the original lessee 
has parted with his entire interest in the property, we cannot accept en 
application for registration made by him or on his behalf. If the assignee 
applies, his application will be dealt with in the ordinary way.—Yours 
faithfully (Signed) C. F.. Bricxpare. 

Messrs. Leggatt, Rubinstein, & Co., 

5, Raymond-buildings, Gray'’s-inn, W.C. 


5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., 
7th January, 1903. 
Title No. 65,821. 

Dear Sir,—Referring to our letter of the 5th ultimo, and your reply of 
the 6th ultimo, in order not to lose the benefit of the rule which permits 
a mortgage to be registered without payment of fees, we -found it 
necessary to register the assignment and mortgage within the time allowed 
notwithstanding that the point in doubt had not been cleared up. 

As, however, the lessee has not been registered, the legal estate is we 
apprehend outstanding in someone. We shall be obliged if you will 
kindly let us know in whom you consider the outstanding legal estate is 
vested and what steps we can take to get it in? 

(Signed) Leceatr, Runeysrery, & Co. 

The Registrar, Land Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

Land Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., 
8th January, 1903. 
65,821. 

Geutlemen,—In reply to your letter of yesterday's date, I am directed 
to inform you that the point you raise in it is one upon which the Registrar 
considers he ought not to express any opinion. 

(Signed) Hven Poxtock, Assistant Registrar. 

Messrs. Leggatt, Rubinstein, & Co, 5, Raymond-buildings, 

Gray’s-inn, W.C. 











Mr. Justice Barnes is at Bournemouth suffering from a severe attack of 
influenza. Mr. Justice Bucknill will sit for the hearing of Admiralty 
business until Mr. Justice Barnes is able to resume his duties in the High 
Court. 

It is understood, says the Zimes, that the Lord Chief Justice will not be 
able to leave town for the assizes on the poem | Circuit on the 10th 
February, as arranged, in consequence of pressure 0 usiness in London ; 
and it is expected that Mr, Justice Lawrance, who is going round. the first 





+t of the circuit, will undertake the duties of the second half in place of 
the Lord Chief Justice, 
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Result of Appeals. 


Appeal Court J. 
(Original Motions.) 


Lloyd #, Woolland Bros. Application to discharge solicitor from custody. 
Dismissed with costs. Jan. 12. 

Leyshon Davies v. Curtis and Harvey. Application of defendants for 
security for costs of appeal. (No. 168 K.B. Final List.) Dismissed 
with costs. Jan. 12. 

Hall eo. Whittaker. Application of plaintiff Hall for security for costs of 
appeal. Dismissed with costs. Jan. 12. 

In re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. Kearne. Nash. Applica- 
tion of respondent for security for cost of appeal. (No. 14, W.C.A.) 
£15 ordered. Jan. 12. 


Interlocutory List. 


Thomas r. Phillips. Appeal of defendants from order of Mr. Justice 
Darling, dated Nov. 6, 1902. Allowed with costs. Jan. 12. 

Appleby v. Wilson. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
Darling, dated Nov. 17, 1902. Allowed with costs. Jan. 12. 

M. M. Gedge vc. Hi. T. Van Jaun. Appeal of defendant from order of 
Mr. Justice Bucknill, dated Dec. 15, 1902. Dismissed with costs, 
Jan. 12. 

H. S. Van Laun & Co. r. Baring Brothers (Limited) Appeal of plaintiffs 
from judgment of Mr. Justice Bigham, dated July 3, 1901, without a 
jury, Middlesex. Order varied, disallowing penalties, with costs ; to 
go before referee. Jan 15. 

Handley ¢. Wolverhampton Racecourse and Dunstall Park Club Co. 
(Limited). Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Darling, dated July 24, 1901, without a jury, Stafford. New trial 
ordered. Jan 15. 


Appeal Court II. 
Interlocutory List. 


Jseg-t ¢. Mansions Consolidated (Limited). Appeal of defendants from 
order of Mr. Justice Buckley, dated Dec. 15, 1902. Dismissed with 
costs. Jan. 12. 

General List.). 


In re a Contract between the School Board for London and &. G. Foster, 
and In re The Vendor and Purchasers Act, 1874. Appeal of the school 
board from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated March 25, 1902. 
Dismissed with costs. Jan. 13. 

In re Highett and Bird's Contract and Vendor and Purchasers Act, 1874. 
Appeal of W. Highett from order of Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady, dated 
March 19, 1902. Dismissed with costs. Jan. 13. 

The Reason Manufacturing Co. (Limited) ». Ernest F. Moy (Limited). 
Appeal of defendants from order of Mr. Justice Byrne, dated April 23, 
1902. Dismissed with costs. Jan. 14. 

In re R. W. Brook, (deceased). Dixon r. Brook. Appeal of The Produce 
Brokers’ Co.‘Limited) from order of Mr. Justice Joyce, dated Feb. 22, 
1992. Appeal allowed ; no order as to costs of appeal. Jan. 15. 


(Compiled by Mr. Antuve F. Cuarrix, Shorthand Writer.) 





Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re HIGHETT AND BIRD'S CONTRACT. No.2 13th Jan. 


Viexpor axp Precnasen—Orex Coxrract ron Purcnase or Leasenotps— 
Bevacn or Covexaxt to Revarn—Propvcrion or Recewt von Rextr— 
Daxoruecs Sruceterer—Loxpos Benne Act, 1894—Coxveyvancinc 
Act, 19481, 6.3 4. 


This wae an appeal fran a decision of Swinfen Fady, J. ‘reported 50 
W. ER. 424: 1902,2Ch. 214. In June, 1901, A. G. Bird and W. Highett 
entered into an open contract for the «le by Highett to Bird of a leasehold 
hous in Dulwich, Vird offering a low price on the ground that the 
house required repairs. The purchase was to be completed on the 27th 
A Septemter, 191. On the 26th of September the London County 
Crmel required, by notice under the London Building Act, the owner 
and ccacuper oA the lemme to wecure the front bay and shore up the 
maruaure, awl this whic wt having been complied with, the pulice 
magistrate om the let of November ordered the work to be done to the 
satistactiom A the district surveyor within fourteen days. ‘The lease 
contained 2 cvrvrenant to keep the buildings in good and substantial repair 
ana emAitio. A vendor and purchaser munmons having been taken 
ont, to determine by whom the conte of complying with the order were to 
borne, Bwinten Vady, J., held that they must be borne by the vendor, 
The vendor appealed, and it wae argued on his behalf that, under section 
44, A the Comveyancing AA, 1841, the purchaser could not object to the 
breaches A eorrenant to repair ae the receipt for rent had been produced, 





Tue Court (Corus, M.R., and Romer and Cozens-Hanrpy, 1..JJ,) 
dismissed the appeal. 7 

Cottrxs, M.R.—I do not wish to express any opinion on the question 
whether at the date of completion the obligation under the London 
Building Act had ripened into an obligation to pay and become outgoings, 
The case was decided by Swinfen Eady, J., on the point that the 
premises were in a state which shewed breaches of the covenant to repair, 
and that, on the principle established by Barnett v. Wheeler (7 M. & W. 
364), the vendor was under an obligation to the purchaser to shew a g 
title, even though the purchaser knew of the breaches. But it is 
contended that the law has been altered by section 3 (4) of the Conveyancing 
Act, under which on production of the receipt for the last payment of 
rent the purchaser is to assume, unless the contrary appears, that all the 
covenants have been duly performed. But this only modifies the law to 
this extent, that the burden of proving a breach in thrown on the 
purchaser, and that the production is primd facie evidence of compliance 
with the lease. The Act, however, says in terms, ‘‘ unless the contrary 
appears,’’ and the purchaser is not precluded from proving the contrary, 
The appellant’s argument amounts to construing primé facte as conclusive, 

Romer, L.J.—I agree, and wish only to add that this is not a case of 
specific performance, which very likely the purchaser could not have 
enforced if he had contracted to buy at a small price on the ground that 
the property was in bad repair. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J.—I agree. We are really asked to construe the pro- 
vision of the Conveyancing Actas though it were ‘‘ although the contrary is 
shewn.’’ I express no opinion on the London Building Act question.— 
CounseL, Eve, K.C., and E. Ford; Rowden, K.C., and W. M. Spence. 
Souicrtors, J. Bartlett ; J. T. Anthony. 

[Reported by H. W. Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re 8CHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON AND FOSTER’S CONTRACT. 
No. 2. 13th Jan. 


Vexpor AND Purcnasen—Compvutsory Purcnase or Sire For Scnoor— 
Apsacent Lanp Markep on Pian as Site or Propvosep Roap—Pvr- 
CHASER Not EntrrLep to Ricuts Over ApjAcent LANp. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. The school board 
under their compulsory powers had entered into an agreement for tlie 
purchase from 8. G. Foster of a site for a board school. ‘The site, with 
other adjacent land of the vendor, had been intended by him to be used 
for a building scheme, and plans made in connection with this shewed the 
land immediately adjoining the site purchased on one side as the site of a 
proposed road. The school board, however, only gave notice to treat in 
respect of the site, and the usual inquisition under the Lands Clauses Act 
was held, the price being ultimately fixed by agreement. The school 
board then claimed that they were entitled to have the road made, which 
claim the vendor resisted, offering, however, to have the value of this 
right assessed under the Act; but this offer the board refused. The board 
then tock out a vendor and purchaser summons, claiming that they were 
entitled to a conveyance in such a form as to include the right claimed 
over the adjoining land. Kekewich, J., held that they were not so entitled, 
and the board appealed. 

Tue Court (Cotirns, M.R., and Romer and Cozens-Haupy, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. 

Co.itxs, M.R.—The school board claim that when the pluns and corres- 
poudence are looked at it appears that the land was bounded by a road 
described in the plans as a proposed road; that they are entitled to an 
easement over this road not then made as a road, and that the vendor 
undertook to make it. But I think this claim fails on two grounds. Inthe 
first place, this is acompulsory proceeding, for the only point settled by 
agreement was the price ; and easements cannot be purchased compulsorily. 
Further, with regard to the contract to make a road which it is said ought 
to be inferred, it only comes to this, that the vendor had marked out on 

lans certain spaces for roads with a view toa building scheme. But the 
iutervention of the board in fact spoilt the building scheme, and all the 
dealings were on the footing that this would probably be the |resuit, and 
that, while the road might possibly be made, it probably would not be. No 
estoppel or contract can be inferred from this. 

Romer, L.J.—I agree. The sole question is whether the school board 
have obtained in equity a right over the respondents’ land adjacent to the 
land which they hans bought. I think not. Easements cannot be 
acquired compulsorily, and the board only gave notice to treat in respect 
of the land, and the mention of the proposed rowl was only ee 
This was not a purchase on the footing of a building scheme ; the 
were ordinary purchasers only and acquired no right over the land adjoin- 
ing merely because a proposed new road is marked on the plan, Further, 
the — offered to have the value of the right assessed, and the board 
refused, 

Cozuxs-Hauvy, L.J., concurred.—Counse,, Warrington, K.C., and ¢. 7. 
Mitchell ; P.O. Lawrence, K.C., and J. Fox, Rpricrrous, C, B. Mortimer ; 
Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co. 

[Reported by H. W. Law, Kinq., Barrivter-at-Law. 


a ne + 


High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 
In ths Goods of JAMES WILLIAM COLLINGWOOD \PRESUMED 
DECEASED), Jeune, P, 12th Jan, 
Puowaty—Lvave to Sweau Dearn, 


Mr. James William Collingwood, it appeared, wa» murricd so long age 
as the 4th of November, 1666, and in the following your wae deser 








by hie wife. There were no children of the marrage, and on the 
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0th of January, 1870, Mr. Collingwood sailed from London in the 
emigrant ship Planet for Brisbane, where he arrived on the 27th of May. 
Three letters had been received from him soon after he sailed, but 
with that exception he had never been heard of since, and-it was believed 
that he had died in May, 1870; soon after his arrival at Brisbane. He was 
entitled to a sum of £565, and his brother and sister (his next-of-kin) now 
moved for leave to swear that their brother died in or since May, 1870. 

. Jevnz, P., granted the application.—CovnseL, Priestly. Soxicrrons, 
Pak, Nelson, § Co. 

[Reported by Gwysye Haut, Esy., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


ke A COMPLAINT BY WILLIAM FRANCIS AND OTHERS. Div. Court. 
12th Jan. 


Mesica, (SUMMARY ProcrrepinGs) Copyricut Act, 1902, s. 2—Pimatep Corres 
or SonG Sotp by Hawken-—Hawker Ixrormep By Ponice THAT Procerp- 
ics WovuLp BE TAKEN Brvorr Mactstrate—No Summons TAKEN Ovr ror 
Hawker to Arrenp—RervsaL or Macistrate TO Make AN ORrpER EX 
PARTE FOR THE Disposat or THE Goops SrErzep. 


Special case stated by Mr. Curtis Bennett, a Metropolitan magistrate 
at the Marylebone police-court, raising the question whether under 
the Musical (Summary Proceedings) Copyright Act, 1902, s. 2, a 
magistrate had power to order the destruction of pirated music 
without a summons being served on the person in whose posses- 
sion it was when seized. ‘The appellants were Messrs. Francis, Day, 
& Hunter, music publishers, and they complained that the magistrate 
had refused to make an order that certain copies of songs, which they said 
infringed their copyright, should be destroyed or handed over to them, on 
the ground that a summons had not been issued against the hawker in 
whose possession the songs were when seized by a public constable. 
The following facts appeared from the case: On the 4th of October, 1902, 
acomplaint was preferred on behalf of the appellants under section 2 of 
the Musical (Summary Proceedings) Copyright Act, 1902, that copies of 
music then produced before the court had been seized, and the magistrate 
was asked, on proof that they were infringements of copyright, to make an 
order that they should be forfeited or destroyed or otherwise dealt with. 
The person from whom the music had beew seized had given his name and 
address, and had been informed by the constable making the seizure that 
further proceedings under section 2 of the Act would be taken before the 
Marylebone police-court; but neither such person nor anyone on his 
behalf was present in cowt when the complaint was made. The magistrate 
was of opinion that before the making of any order in the matter it was 
necessary that a summons should be served upon the person in whose 
possession the music had been found, calling upon him to shew cause why 
the order should not be made, and he offered to grant a summons. The 
appellants, however, contended that the Act made the issue of a summons 
wmecessary, and they applied for and obtained the present case. 
For the appellants, counsel submitted that where the order was to be made 
against a thing the Summary Jurisdiction Acts did not apply, and oral 
notice was enough. ‘That was so in the case of meat condemned as watit 
for human food: White v. Redfern (5 Q. B.D. 15). If the owner of the 
copyright must take out a summons in accordance with the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts to bring the hawker before him, great difficulties might 
wise. There was no machinery under the Act by which they could find 
out the names and addresses of the seller, nor could the police detain him. 
There wasno machinery providing for the dealing with the seized 
copies. In this case the hawker gave his correct name and address, 
but in most instances the hawker did not, and the Commissioner 
of Police would not allow the police offices or courts to be made 
into warehouses for copies* seized but which could not be dealt with 
because the summons could not be served. The Swnamary Juwrisdiction 
Act of 1848, s. 1, enacted that in all cases in which a complaint shall be 
made to any justice upon which he shall have power to make any order it 
shall be lawful for him to issue his summons directed to such person stating 
shortly the matter of such complaint and requiring him to appear at a 
certain time and place. Where an application for an order of justices was 
to be made ex parte, the issue of a summons was declared to be un- 
necessary. ‘That section did not refer to procedure against a thing, as sucha 
procedure was then unknown, Thomas v. Vaa Os (1900, 2 Q. B,D, 448) 
was also cited. In support of the decision of the magistrate, counsel 
contended that a magistrate could not order the copies to be destroyed 
without proof that they were infringements, and no court could be satistied 
with regard to any particular fact affecting the property or the liberty of a 
erson woless that court had given that person an opportunity of being 
head, There were no words in the Act shewing that the Legislature 
intended the magistrate to act ex parte. He cited Gill vy. Bright (Al 
LJ. M,C. 22) and Reg. v. Davey (1800, 2 Q. B. 3801), There was no 
injustice at all in requiring a stummons to issue, 

Tay Count dismissed the appeal, 

Lord Auvensronn, O.d., said it had been strenuously urged that they 
should depart from «a well-known —— of law, because if they did not 
do so, the object of the Act might be defeated, and he did not dissent trom 
the view that if it were a necessary implication of an Act of Parliament 
without express words that any well-known principle should be departed 

they must act upon that necessary implication in the same way as 
they would be prepared to act upon express words, It was also true that 
there were cases in which it had been recognized that ex parte proceedings 
aight bo taken und ev parte orders made, Be parte proceedings affecting 
fights were not to be allowed iu the absence of express direction or impli- 
tation, and the question was, did this et imply that the magistrate might 





make an order without summoning the person before him, and, in his 
opinion, it was not part of the implication of the section that he had power to 
act ex parte. The Act already went avery long way in the direction of 
interfering with pro , and they ought not to put a strained construction 
upon this section and depart from a well-known principle of criminal law. 
It was not contended by the learned counsel that the magistrate could act 
ex parte, but it was said the notice given by the police constable was 
sufficient. He did not think that that was the case. In his opinion, the 
decision of the magistrate was right, and there should be a summons, for 
while the part of the Act which protected the eg on owner by having 
the goods taken off the streets could be enforced without a summons, the 
other part could not. 

Wits and Cuannets, JJ., concurred.—Covnset, S.rutton, K.C., and 
Herman Cohen ; Henry Sutton. Soricrrors, P. J. Rutland; The Treasury 
Svlicitor. 

{Reported by Ensxixe Rew, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re LAKE. Ex parte HOWE v. THE TRUSTEE. Wright, J. 12th Jan. 


Banxrurtcy—Proor—Securrry—Breacnh or Trust—Banxrvetey Act, 
883, Screpute IT, 

Appeal against the rejection of proofs by the trustee of the estate of 
Lake & Lake, and of the separate estate of B. G. Lake. The ap lant 
creditors were the trustees of a settlement under which the firm of e& 
Lake had acted as solicitors, and of which B. G. Lake, one of the partners 
in the firm, had been a trustee. On the 18th of September, 1899, B. G. 
Lake, through his firm, lent £5,500, forming part of the funds of the 
settlement, on the security of a contributory mortgage which was an 
investment not authorized by the trust deed. Subsequently to the 
receiving orders aguinst Lake & Lake and B. G. Lake, which were made on 
27th of June, 1900, the mortgagor brought an action against the mort- 
gagees under the contributory mortgage asking that the mo 
should be set aside. The appellants; considering that there would be 
great difficulty in proving that the sum of £5,500 ever passed from the 
Lakes to the mortgagor, compromised the action as far as they were 
concerned and gave up their security to the mortgagor on payment of 
£500, and then proved against Lake & Lake and alternatively against the 
the separate estate of B. G. Lake for £5,500. The trustee rejected these 
proofs, and against his decision the present appeal was brought. _ 

Wuucut, J., dismissed the appeal, holding, on the authority of Re 
Salmon, Priest v. Uppleby (38 W. R. 150; 42 Ch. D. 351), that the 
appellants had so dealt with the security on which the sum of £5,500 was 
invested as to preclude them from proving. Where a trustee has made an 
investment unauthorized by the trust the cestui gue trust must elect whether 
he will accept or reject the security, he cannot claim against the trustee 
unless he gives up the security. Here the appellants had accepted the 
security and given it up to the mortgagor on the terms of the com) se. 
Consequently they were unable to give it up to the trustee in bankruptcy 
of the Lakes and could not be permitted to prove for the sum so invested 
either against the joint or se te estates. Such rejection, however, 
would be without prejudice to their presenting a wg for damages for 
breach of trust against the separate estate of B. G. Lake.—Covcnset, Muir 
Mackenzie and Champernowne ; Younger, K.C., and Northcote, Soxictroxs, 
Wigan, Champernowne, § Prescott ; Lee ¢ Pemberitons. 

‘Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Esj., Barrister-at-Law, 








New Orders, &c. 


Transfer of Actions. 
Orper or Corvrr. 


Monday, the 22nd day of December, 1902. 
1, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby Order that the Actions mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Byrne and Mr. Justice 


Buckley. 
SCHEDULE, 
Mr, Justice Joyce (1902—E.—No. 7S). : 
In the Matter of the English Cwnadian Co, (Limited) and Walter 
Morshead v. The English Canadian Co, (Limited), 
Mr, Justice Coxens-Hanly (1900—E.— No. SSS. : 
In the Matter of The — Canadian Co, (Limited) and Walter 


Morshead vy. The English Canadian Co, (Limited). 
Harsercry, C, 








Law Societies. 
United Law Society. 


Jun, 12.—Mr, C. H, Kirby presided.Mr, G. MH, Perris o the 
debate, contending against the Sugar Rownties Convention, Mr, J. BR, 
Gates opposed, "There also spoke Messrs, N. Tebbutt, C.K. Jackson, and 
J. RR. Stuegess, “The motion was lost, 
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Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 14th inst., Mr. Grantham R. Dodd in the chair. The other directors 
present being Messrs. H. Morten Cotton, Walter Dowson, J. Roger B. 
Gregory, H. E. Gribble, Sir George Lewis, Bart., W. A. Sharpe, R..58. 
Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, R. W. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). 
A sum of £395 was distributed in grants of relief, eight new members 
were admitted to the association, and other general business transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Council of Legal Education. 

The following are the awards of the Council upon the recent Hilary 
Examination, held in the Middle Temple Hall, on the 16th, 17th, 18th, and 
19th of December last. L.I. means Lincoln’s-inn; I.T., Inner Temple: 
M.T., Middle Temple ; and G.I., Gray’s-inn :— 

FINAL EXAMINATION. 
Crass I, 
Certiricates oF Honour (1x Orper or Merit), 
C. S. Hartiey, L.I. ] 
T. R. D. Parsons, G.I. 
W. F. Trorrer, L.I. 
The studentship was not awarded. Mr. Hartley and Mr. Parsons in 


that order would have been recommended for it had they not been dis- 
qualified by age. 


( M. L. Gwyer, LT. 


#4. \ ALEXANDER Morrison, M.T. 


Crass II. 

P. H. Ezechiel, M.T 

C. M. Knowles, M.T. 

H. A. Moore, M.T. 

W. H., Neville-Bagot, 1.T. 

| R. H. Walpole, L.I. 
Crass IL, 

Owen Lloyd-Evans, M.T. 
Sheikh D. Mohammad, L.I. 
R. W. Moore, I.T. 
E. M. Patail, M.T. 
G. I. Phillips, I.T. 
Tom Ramsden, I.T. 
8. 8. Sawrey-Cookson, I.T. 
A. A. Scanlam, M.T. 
P. G. 8. Sharma, L.I. 
J. M. Shillington, I,T. 
H. O. Stutchbury, I.T. 
K. K. Sualy, G.I. 
W. B. Thomson, M.T. 


Neville Anderson, I.T. 
A. V Arrowsmith, M.T. 
G. P. Baker, I.T. 

H. H. Bulcraig, L.I. 

H. G. B. Ellis, L.I. 


Abdul-Wahid, L.I. 

C. E. Bagram, I.T. 

B. A. Bevan-Petman, I.T. 
H. H. Blake, L.I. 

C. F. Borckenhagen, M.T. 
8S. A. H. Burne, L.T. 

J. W. Church, I.T. 

L. W. J. Costello, I.T. 

G. L. Cox, LT. 

F. A. O. Davies, M.T. 
Erie Dunbar, M.T. 

Ernest Dunkels, M.T. 
Arthur Ffoulkes, G.I. 


T. W. Morgan, G.I. 
Syed Moti-ur-Rahman, G.I. 
F. C. Niemeyer, I.T. 

J. P. Obeyesekere, I.T. 
| C. F. 8. Oehme, M.T. 

| (C.J. Parton, L.I. 

G. W. Phillimore, M.T. 
T. R. Phookun, G.I. 
J.C. R. Pohl, M.T. 

J. W. Potter, M.T. 

K. L. Preedy, M.T. 

O. K. Quarde, L.I. 

A. H. Rix, G.I. 

J. M. A. G: Rousset, M.T. 
M. C, Samuels, L.I. 

C. D. Schwann, I.T. 

G. H. Shepley, I.T. 

E. J. A. Taylor, M.T. 
W. H. Terry, G.I. 

A. F. N. Thavenot, G.I. 
L. C. Thomas, M.T. 

T. W. Warrington, L.I. 


R. G. FitzGerald, L.I. 
T. Forster, M.T. 

W. M. Freeman, M.T. 
B. Gangopadhyay, I.T. 
W. P. Groser, I.T. 
Hubert Hickman, I.T. 
R. P. Hills, L.T. 

U. M. A. Hossain, M.T. | 
H. S. Howard, L.I. 
R. B. Howorth, I.T. 
J. G. Hurst, M.T. | 


J. G. K. Farrar, I.T. | 


M. M. Iman, M.T. 

Mirza Jalaluddin, G.I. 
Archibald Johnson, M.T. 
J. B. Kerr, M.T. 

P. C. de R. Labistour, I.T. 
B. K. Lahiri, L.I. 
Manohar Lal, L.1. 

Piyare Lal, G.I. 

J. P. Lalor, M.T. 

G. P. Langton, I.T. 

J. F. Maguire, G.I. J. A. Webster, I.T. 
K. J. C. Moorsom, I.T. R. B. Wilson, L.I. 


The number examined was 115, of whom 86 passed. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW AND LEGAL HISTORY. 
Crass J, 
G. F. Spear, I.T. | P. H. Winfield, I.T. 
Crass II. 
G. M. Swift, G.I. 
A. 8. Tawell, M.T. 
Thomas Cuthbertson, I.T. W. F. Trotter, L.I. 
G. C. Rankin, L.I. | J.C. Watt, LT. 


Crass ITT. 


E, A. C. Lloyd, M.T. 

F. K. Loewenthal, L.I. 
Arthur Lucas, G.I. 

A. 8. Lupton, G.I. 

Eric Macfayden, I.T. 

G. M. Maitland, I.T. 

B. B. Marshall, M.T. 

P. T. Marshall, I.T. 

T. W. Marshall, G.I. 
Harold McKenna, I.T. 
W. E. St. C. Moor, M.T. 
T. G. Nayar, M.T. 

R. H. Nichols, G.T. 
Hon. Donough O’ Brien, I.T. 
L. L’H. Ogier, L.I. 


W. J. L. Ambrose, M.T. 
R. H. Curtis, M.T. 


William Allen, L.T. 

R. W. Baxter, L.I. 

J. P. C. Bhattacharji, G.I. 

C. C. Black, M.T. 

M. B. Blake, I.T. 

A. T. Bucknill, I.T. 

Templer Buissinne, I.T. | 
A. W. T. Channell, I.T. 
C. A. P. Chizzola, M.T. 

P. H. Cockman, M.T. | 
B. A. Cooper, M.T. | 
F. H. Dalston, L.I, | 
Lord Dalzell, I.T. rage 
T. Dawson, L.I. | 
T. I. de Bille, I.T. 





I. L. O. Gower, L.1. 
J. ©. Gupta, G.I. 
H. M. Hooke, M.1 


E. P. Thursfield, 1.T. 
G. W. H. Tupper, L.I. | 
Vv. P. Vaidya, M.T. 


Albert Horton, M.T. E. D. Varma, L.I. | 
k. P. Hughes. MT. G. A. Vickery, M.T. 
M. R. B. Kadri, MT. Charles Waley-Cohen, I.T. 
A. J. Kennedy, M.T. H. C. Wallace, M.T. 

| 





H. H. d’Egville, M.T. N. J. W. O'Shaughnessy, I.T. 
J. L. Denison, L.1. | C.J. Parton, L.I. 
William Edge, M.T. R. B. Patel, 1.'T. 

| W. A. Elias, G.I. | G. I. Phillips, I.T. 


~ 


H. B. Farquhar, I.T. }. 8. Powers, I.T. 
T. E. Forster, M.T. | K. L. Preedy, M.T. 
. K. Ghose, LT. H. J. Leaning, M.T. 
W.5. Glyn-Jones, M.T, David Rhys, I.T. 


vA 


P. S. Kershaw, IT. Arnold 8. Ward, I.T. C. M. Halford, [.T. H. T. Li. Roberts, L.'T. 
S. R. Khan, L.I R. H. Wellington, M.T. | R. C. Hawkin, I.T. T. 8. Saldanha, L.I. 
T. O. Kirlew. Li W. H. Williams, L.I. | J. C. Hayes, 1.T. R. B. Sanderson, 1.T. 
G.W. H. Knight; M.T. Edward Wooll, 1.T. S. M. Hosain, M.T. C. H. 8. Shepherd -Cross, 1.T. 
J. C. Lloyd, LT. G. B. Youll, 1.T. R. B. Howorth, 1.1. H, L. Ward, LT. 
The number ¢ xamis d was S). of whom 65 pa a d. * :y a oo ~- E. —— a is < 
. - un .J. Kemp, M.T. ", B. Wills, M.T. 
ROMAN LAW, G. P. Langton, L.T. Maximilian Wimpfheimer, 1.1. 
Crass I. C. E. Law, M.T. Robert Woodward (jun.), I.T. 
W. M. R. Malherl<, M.T. J. H. Vakeel, LT. Three candidates were postponed until the Trinity Examination, 1905, 
Crass I. The number examined was 113, of whom 74 passed. 
Abdul-Wahid, L.I. H. W. E. Manisty, G.I. EVIDENCE, PROCEDURE, AND CRIMINAL LAW. 
L. H. Parnes, LT. G. I. Phillips, I.T. Crass I 
¥. T. Barrington-Ward, L.1. M. J. Pretorius, M.T. ' ’ ere 
A. V. Brown. L.T. F. W. A. Prideaux, M.T. A. F. Corbett, 1.T. G. F. Spear, I.'T. 
C. W. Clinton. LL G. C. Rankin, LI.’ C. F. da Cruz, M.1. J. H. Whitworth, L.T. 
J. H. ¥. E.R. C. Gey van Pittins, V. F. Row, G.I. Arthur Lucas, G.I. P, H. Winfield, 1.T. 
MT. : G, F. Spear, 1. Lawrence Solomon, L,I, 
B. RK. T. Grindle, LT. H. A. Stokes, L.I. C ll 
H. H. King, 1.7. G. M. Swift, G.L. wan? ore 


Arthur Luca», G1. G. J. F. Tomlinson, 1.7. | 
N.L. C. Macaskic, 


GL. ; 
CLass lil, 
A. E. Ca pet, M.T. 
‘I 


Jocgnes Abady, MT. 
LG 


. Albeck, MT. Cc. L. Chate, I 
A. C, Agitiouby, 1. Harold Coates, G.1. 
M.A , Lal L. 3. Counsel, G.I. 
CC. w, LL. M. J, de ¥reitas, 1,T. 
ki. W. Baxter, 11. J. W. Drew, L.A. 


M. A, Fokih, LI. 


d. ¥. Watler-Hogan, G.1, Hi, &. Farquhar, 1,1. 


| F. A. Clinch, M.T. Ww. 


| A, KB, Ellis, MT, 


B. R. T. Crindle, 1.1, 
J.C, Gwynn, 1.1. 
Cyril Hartree, L.1, 
KR. P. Hills, [/T, 

8. 8. Hovain, M.T. 
KE. Hughes, M.T, 
J,G. Hurst, MT. 

S. F. Leitt, M.'T. 

J, W, Jardine, 1.7. 
J, K. King, LT. 

©, M, Knowles, M,'T, 
HH. M, Kuowles, G.I, 


V. B.S. R. Balfour-Browne, M.T. 
P, LD. Botterell, 1,7. 

Frederick Brocklehurst, L,I. 
Harry brownsword, 1,1. 

DL, M. Buchanan, 1.T, 


J. G, Danean, 1,7, 
L, A. ft. M. d’Unienville, M.T, 


C. M. Visth, 11, 


Pp, ¥, A. Gelle, MT, 
Kt, A. Gordon, 1.1, 
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i. C. Marks, I.T. David Rhys, I.T 
HG. Maurice, L.I. G. A. Terrill, M.T 
McKenna, I.T. W. F. Trotter, L.I 
W. W. Melville, L.I | O. W. Verner, L.I. 
j.R. A. Moore, G.I J.C. Watt, I.T. 
H. A. de C. Pereira, I.T | M. H. Whitley, I.T. 
g.1. Phillips, I.T. | Maximilian Wimpfheimer, I.T. 
J, V. Rees-Roberts, L.I. | 
Ciass ITT. 
(. H. Agar, I.T. Manohar Lal, L.I. 
g,§. A. Akbar, M.T. 8S. H. Lamb, M.T. 
R. E. Alderson, I.T. Eric Macfadyen, I.T. 
i. E. Bellringer, I.T. B. B. Marshall, M.T. 
E. L. Benson, G.I. P. T. Marshall, I.T. 
H, W. Beveridge, I.T. A. L. L. Maunsell, I.T. 
q. E. P. Bowman, L.I. H. K. Nisbet, I.T. 
B. N. Chowdhry, G.I. Donald Obeyesekere, I.T. 
E. C. Cochrane, I.T. J. W. Orr, M.T. 
W. V. Cooper, I.T. N.S. Reyntiens, I.T. 
L, C. Cox, I.T. H. F. Ribeiro, L.I. 
A.F. Filose, I.T. A. W. R. Roberts, I.T. 
G. W. Garraway, L.I. L. L. Rostron, M.T. 
J. R. M. Glencross, L.I. R. B. Sanderson, [.T. 
A. G. Greenwood, M.T. Har K. Singh, L.I. 
Abul Hasan, L.T. N. W. Smith-Carington, I.T. 
W. E. B. Henderson, M.T. L. R. Thomas, M.T. 
R. F. Honter, G.I. W. B. Thomson, M.T. 
(. N. Hope- Wallace, L.I. R. A. Unthank, M.T. 
A. H. 8. Howard, I.T. W. J. von Winckler, I.T. 
A. R. Kennedy, L.I. J. A. Williams, I.T. 
A.R. Kahn, G.I. 





The number examined was 107, of whom 89 passed. 








Law Students’ Congress. 


A concress of law students met on Wednesday and Thursday at the Law 
Institution, the President of the society taking the chair, and the follow- 
ing members of the Council being present: Mr, Gray Hill (Vice-President), 
Mr. Rawle, Mr. Barker, Mr. Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. Beale, and Mr. Gray. 
The meeting was largely attended, the students coming from all parts of 
England. 

e Presment, in welcoming the congress on behalf of the Council, 
said that in some measure this conference at the Law Institution was a new 
departure; certainly nothing of the sort had taken place, he believed, 
since 1884, and for his own part, and he spoke for the Council and the 
society, he apprehended that they would receive in discussing the question 
of legal education very great benefit from the opinions of those who were 
necessarily practically brought into contactwith it, andwho must have obser- 
vations and impressions which could scarcely fail to be useful tothose dealing 
withthe subject. ‘To him personally it was an honour and pleasure to have 
been asked to preside. He knew something of the law students of the 
societies which had convened the conference, which was largely representa- 
tive and which had also taken care that the provinces, whose interests they 
were bound not to overlook, were also represented as well. The Law 
Students’ Society had enabled him on more than one occasion to have the 
a y of forming an estimate of the value of their system, and as an 
old president of the Hull Law Society he might say at once that he 
had the utmost sympathy with societies of that class in their work, 
and that he was a very convinced believer in the value of such asso- 
dations, and of such mutual teaching, the value of which had been 
exemplified to him recently in America, where in the societies what 
was called the inductive system of teaching law was practised by the 
discussion of outside cases and criticism often of a high character. That 
system was one which was really very much based on the principles of such 
seieties as those represented by those attending the congress. That 
system of teaching was being very largely adopted in the Universities 
of the United States and Canada, Now, the object of the conference 
was the improvement of legal education. He hoped they had done 
something lately in Parliament in trying to improve primary and 
condary education, but just as in that case ling and co- 
trdination were essential principles, so in dealing with legal 
education there would be need for very much co-ordination for the 
prevention of the overlapping of work by different authorities, and 
certainly a great effort to place ourselves upon an equality with America 

other countries, in which much had been done for the purpose of 
teaching the law. In those countries, and on the continent and elsewhere, 
there were schools of law where law was taught, not merely as a practical 
wt but also as a high science, and attempts had been made also in this 
Country to do the same—by Lord Selborne and others. But he regretted 
say that we had not in this country any real equivalent of those schools 
flaw to which he had referred. ‘There were the elements of a great 

in the Inns of Court, the Council of Legal Education, the Incor- 

ted Law Society, and the London University, which had 

wen reorganized as a teaching as well as an examining institution in 
MS great colleges, such as King’s College and University College, 
td through the provincial universities, aud the local law societies, 
with very inadequate means had nevertheless been doing a 
tusiderable work for logal education, Whatever the Law Society could 


in the future would have to be done, the Council were aware, not 








only for the metropolis but also for the i , and he was glad to 
be able to inform them that the Council not failed to realize the 
need for improved legal education and the duty which was imposed on 
them of dealing with the subject, and at the last annual meeting an 
undertaking was given by him when elected president on behalf of the 
Council that the subject should be dealt with during his year of office ; 
he might say that the Council and its legal committee had been for 
some time past hard at work, and that pro Ss were under considera- 
tion, which, when matured, he believed, would have the effect at any rate 
of improving considerably the teaching and the examinations of the Law 
Society. That was being done before t was the prospect of any funds 
for that purpose. But now that there seemed to be a prospect, owing very 
largely to the action taken by the society in taking the initiative in securing 
for the profession the benefit of the funds accruing from the sale of New- 
inn, essentially a solicitors inn, and also owing to the probability that 
the funds realized by the sale of the inn would be —_ increased by the 
sale of Clifford’s-inn, there would be additional funds, he on. the time 
was not far distant when, if there was not a large school of law for 
England, material help would at any rate be given from those sources to 
enable the Law Society, it might be in conjunction with others, to extend 
the advantages of legal education. The Law Society had taken the 
lead in these matters, and he wasiconvinced that the Attorney-General, who 
had willingly listened to all the representations made to him on the 
subject, would not forget that in dealing with the allotment 
of the funds. The Legal Education Committee had not failed to 
anticipate’ many of the suggestions which were to be discussed at this 
congress. There was a general feeling in the committee that whatever 
work they might do might be materially helped by the co-operation of 
the law students. He hoped, personally, though he could not commit 
others on that point, it might be found possible also to obtain the 
co-operation of the university authorities, both in London and in the 
provinces, and also of what he might call the auxiliary bodies, for the pur- 
poses of examination and education—namely, those which dealt with 
commercial matters, especially with matters of accountancy and political 
economy and the like—in establishing ultimately a school of law which 
should deal with law in the broadest sense of the term, and which should 
also be concerned with those allied subjects the knowledge of which was so 
essential to the performance of the duties of the profession. He would 
only add that his personal sympathies were greatly in favour of improving 
legal education. He was anxious that every articled clerk would have the 
opportunity not only of learning the duties of his profession practically and 
theoretically, as he ought, by a knowledge of common law and of the 
principles of law, but that higher duties would be open to him in the 
public interest by means of a knowledge of those great subjects which were 
connected with law and which were so important in the administration of 
the affairs of the country. The effect would be if when a great school of 
law were established and if legal education were improved to increase 
the power and the happiness of the individual student and man, and so to 
advance the general public interest of the society at large. Another 
advantage would be that men would be made better qualified for the 
performance of the duties of the high and honourable profession to which 
they belonged, and the status of that profession would be materially 
improved. It should be the duty of all, collectively and individually, to 
advance the status of the profession by taking care that its members should 
have every possible opportunity of qualifying themselves for the perform- 
ance of the duties both of public and private life. No man's duty ended 
with the attainment of his own personal happiness or position, or even 
with the performance of the duties of his profession in the best and most 
honourable manner. But every member of society owed something to 
society at large, and the more the members of the ssion could 

uulify themselves for the performance of public duty the more would 
they earn, in his opinion, that respect and honour which was always paid 
in this country at any rate to the performance of public duty. For 
the purpose both of qualifying oneself for legal life and professional 
duty, and above all for public duty, the highest and widest 
advantages of education, both general and special, were it legal 
or otherwise, ought to be open even to the poorest and humblest 
student. One object he was sure all of them had in view was to take 
care, as far as they could, that these avenues were opened to the profession, 
so that, if any member would work hard and conscientiously, he would 
find that, just as in the mechanical world work had its equivalent in results, 
so in the social and intellectual world equally where words and good work 
was put into any worthy object the return was as certain. That was the 
object they had in view, ey Were met, he hoped, to discuss, in a broad 
and wise spirit, some of the practical problems which would be with them 
in their professional life, in the hope that they might salve them in the 
interest of the profession, as well as in that of the public and society at 
large. He had received from the Yorkshire society several papers, to 
which he might refer in the course of the discussion; but no doubt the 
reading of the paper and the discussion which would follow would 
anticipate much that was there contended. 


Leeat Epvucarron iw Yorxsuma. 


Mr. T. J. Croven (Bradford Law Students’ Society) rad a paper on 
* The Merits and Defects of the Scheme of Legal Education at Present in 
Force in Yorkshire.”’ After considering the merits of the scheme, which, 
he said, had wide voluntary support, not only from solicitors bat from 
students, he concluded by saying there were those who thought that the 
scheme did not insist sufficiently on tutorial work, or, in other wonds, 
cramming or coaching. It had never been the intention of the Yorkshire 
Board of Legal Education that the student should be gerged with —_ 

not enter 
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Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 14th inst., Mr. Grantham R. Dodd in the chair. The other directors 
present being Messrs. H. Morten Cotton, Walter Dowson, J. Roger B. 
Gregory, H. E. Gribble, Sir George Lewis, Bart., W. A. Sharpe, R. .8. 
Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, R. W. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). 
A sum of £395 was distributed in grants of relief, eight new members 
were admitted to the association, and other general business transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Council of Legal Education. 


The following are the awards of the Council upon the recent Hilary 
Examination, held in the Middle Temple Hall, on the 16th, 17th, 18th, and 
19th of December last. L.I. means Lincoln’s-inn; I.T., Inner Temple; 
M.T., Middle Temple ; and G.I., Gray’s-inn :— 


FINAL ‘EXAMIN ATION. 
Crass I, 


Certiri Honovr (1x Orper or Merit). 
C. 8S. Haxtiey, L.I. ] 


Rae aN . (MM. L. Gwvyes, LT. 
a R (Rei 6 ig #4. \ ALexanpEeR Morrison, M.T. 


The studentship was not awarded. Mr. Hartley and Mr. Parsons in 
that order would have been recommended for it had they not been dis- 
qualified by age. 


ATES OF 


Crass II, 


Neville Anderson, I.T. >. H. Ezechiel, M.T 
A.V Arrowsmith, M.T. C. M. Knowles, M.T. 
G. P. Baker, I.T. H. A. Moore, M.T. 
H. H. Bulcraig, L.I. W. H. Neville-Bagot, I.T. 
H. G, B. Ellis, L.I. | R. H. Walpole, L.I. 
Crass II, 
Owen Lloyd-Evans, M.T. 
C. E. Bagram, I.T. Sheikh D. Mohammad, L.I. 
B. A. Bevan-Petman, I.T, R. W. Moore, I.T. 
H. H. Blake, L.I. E. M. Patail, M.T. 
C. F. Borckenhagen, M.T. G. I. Phillips, I.T. 
8S. A. H. Burne, L.T. Tom Ramsden, I.T. 
J. W. Church, I.T. 8. 8S. Sawrey-Cookson, 1.T. 
L. W. J. Costello, L.T. A. A. Scanlam, M.T. 
G. L. Cox, LT. P. G. 8. Sharma, L.I. 
F. A. O. Davies, M.T. J. M. Shillington, I.T. 
Erie Dunbar, M.T. H. O. Stutchbury, I.T. 
Ernest Dunkels, M.T. K. K. Sualy, G.I. 
Arthur Ffoulkes, G.I. W. B. Thomson, 


Abdul- Wahid, L.I. 


M.T. 


J. G. K. Farrar, I.T. 
R. G. FitzGerald, L.I. 
T. Forster, M.T. 

W. M. Freeman, M.T. 
B. Gangopadhyay, I.T. 
W. P. Groser, I.T. 
Hubert ig Lt. 
R. P. Hills, I.T. 

U. M. A. Hossain, M.T. 
H. 8. Howard, L.I. 

R. B. Howorth, I.T. 

J. G. Hurst, M.T. 

M. M. Imam, M.T. 

Mirza Jalaluddin, G.I. 

Archibald Johnson, M.T. 

J. B. Kerr, M.T. 


B. K. Lahiri, L.I. 
Manohar Lal, L.1. 
Piyare Lal, G.I. 

J. P. Lalor, M.T. 

G. P. Langton, I.T. 

J. F. Maguire, G.I. 

K. J. C. Moorsom, I.T. 


G. F. Spear, I.T. 


W. J. L. Ambrose, M.T. 
R. H. Curtis, M.T. 
Thomas Cuthbertson, I.T. 
G. C. Rankin, L.I. 


William Allen, I.T. 

R. W. Baxter, L.I. 

J. P. C. Bhattacharji, G.I. 
C. Black, M.T. 

M. B. Blake, I.T. 

A. T. Bucknill, I.T. 
Templer Buissinne, I.T. 
A. W. T. Channell, I.T. 
C. A. P. Chizzola, M.T. 
P. H. Cockman, M.T. 

3. A. Cooper, M.T. 

F. H. Dalston, L.I. 
Lord Dalzell, 1.T. 

T. Dawson, L.I. 

T. I. de Bille, I.T. 

H. H. d’Egville, M.T. 





L. L. 0. Gower, L.1. P. Thursfield, 1.T. | 
J. ©. Gupta. G.1. G. W. H. Tupper, L.I. | 
H. M. Hooke, M.T. V. P. Vaidya, M.T. 

Albert Hor AM.T. E. D. Varma, L.I. 


RB. P. Hugh. 4.T. G. A. Vickery, MT. 





M.R. B. Kadri, MT. Charles Waley-Cohen, I.T, 
A. J. Hen “fe 2 H. C. Wallace, M.T. 
P. bd. Ker-haw, 11 Arnold 8. Ward, J.T. 
8. R. Khan I t. H. Wellington, M.T. j 
T. O. Kirlew. L.! W. H. Williams, L.I. 
G. W. H. Knizht, M.17. Edward Wooll, 1.T. 
J. C. Lioyd, LT. G. B. Youll, LT. 
The number examined was 80, of whom 65 passed. 
ROMAN LAW. 
Crass I. 
W. M. R. Malhertx, M.T. J. H. Vakeel, 1.7. 
Cisse I, 
Abdul- Wahid, L.I. H. W. E. Manisty, G.I. 
L. H. Barnes, LT. G. J. Phillips, 1.T. 
¥. T. Barrington-W ard, LI. M. J. Pretorius, M.T. 
A. V. Brown, LT. ¥. W. A. Prideaux, M.T, 
C. W. Clinton, LI. G. C. Rankin, L.I. 
3,4. ¥. YH. B.C. Gey van Pittins, VY. F. Row, G.1. 
MT. G. ¥. Spear, 1.1. 
Bb. B. T. Grindle, LT. H. A. Stokes, LI. 
H. HL King, LT. G. M. Swift, G.I. 
Arthur Laces, G.I. G. 3. ¥. Tomlinson, 1.7. 
WB. LC. Macackic, G1. 


Cisse Mil, 


ee ye aes y, MT. A. ¥. Casper, MY. D, M. Buchanan, Lt, 
WI ©. L. Chaite, 1. | ¥. A, Clinch, M.T. 
A.C, Aetonbs LJ Harold Coates, G.I J. G, Duncan, LT, 
LA , LA, L. 3. Counsel, G.L. L, A. ht, M. d Unienville, M1 
CC.Y L. M. 4, de ¥reitas, LT. | A. Ki. Ellis, M,'T, 
kK Ww. Vanier, L AL 3. W. Drew, L.A. iC, M. Firth, LY, 
W. A. Bread, 11 MM. A, Yakih, 1.1, 


4.¥. Butles- Hogan, G.I, ii, B, Farquhar, 1.7, 


A. F. 
C. F. da Cruz, M.1. 
Arthur Lucas, 
Lawrence Solomon, LJ, 


J. L. Denison, L.I. 
= illiam Edge, M.T. 
A. Elias, G. $ 


Ve B. Farquhar, i & 


T. E. Forster, M.T 


|S. K. Ghose, LT. 


Ww. 8S. Glyn-Jones, M.T, 
_M. Halford, I.T. 

. Hawkin, I.T. 

Cc . Hayes, 1.T. 

S. M. Hosain, M.T. 

R. B. Howorth, 1.1. 

A. T. Isaac, 1.'T. 

H.J. Kemp, M.T. 

G. P. Langton, LT. 

C. E. Law, M.T. 


Three candidates were postponed until the Trinity Examination, 1905, 


P. C. de R. Labistour, 1.T. 





T. W. Morgan, G.I 
Syed Moti-ur- -itahnan, G.L. 
F. C. Niemeyer, I.T 

. Obeyesekere, 1. 3 
. S. Oehme, M.T. 

C. J. Parton, L.I. 

G. W. Phillimore, M.T. 

T. R. Phookun, G.I. 
J. C. R. Pohl, M.T. 
J. W. Potter, M.T. 
K. L. Preedy, M.T. 
O. K. Quarde, L.I. 
A. H. Rix, G.I. 
J.M. A. G Rousset, 
M. C. Samuels, L.I. 
C. D. Schwann, I.T. 
G. H. Shepley, I.T. 
E. J. A. Taylor, M.T. 
W. H. uae G.I. 

ce & Thavenot, G.I. 
L. C. Ne M. T. 

T. W. Warrington, L.I. 
J. A. Webster, I.T. 
R. B. Wilson, L.I. 


M.T. 


_ 


The number examined was 115, of whom 86 passed. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW AND LEGAL HISTORY. 


Crass J. 


1 
| 


P. H. Winfield, I.T. 


Crass IT, 


G. M. Swift, G.I. 
A. 8. Tawell, M.T. 
W. F. Trotter, LI. 
J. C. Watt, LT. 


Crass IIT. 


EK. A. C. Lloyd, M.T. 
F. K. Loewenthal, L.I. 
Arthur Lucas, G.I. 

A. 8. Lupton, G.I. 
Eric Macfayden, I.T. 
G. M. Maitland, I.T. 
B. B. Marshall, M.T. 
P. T. Marshall, I.T. 

T. W. Marshall, G.I. 
Harold McKenna, I.T. 

W. E. St. C. Moor, M.T. 

T. G. Nayar, M.T. 

R. H. Nichols, G.I. 

Hon. Donough O’Brien, I.T. 
L. L’H. Ogier, L.I. 

N.J.W 
C. J. Parton, L.I. 

R. B. Patel, 1.'T. 

G. I. Phillips, I.T. 

C. S. Powers, I.T. 

K. L. Preedy, M.T. 

H. J. Leaning, M.T. 
David Rhys, 1.T. 

H. T. Ll. Roberts, I.T. 
T. 8. Saldanha, L.1. 
R. B. Sanderson, I.T. 


nl 


’, O'Shaughnessy, I1.T. 


C. H. 8. Shepherd-Cross, 1.T. 


HI. L. Ward, 1.7. 

8. E. Williams, I.'T. 

V. B. Wills, M.T. 
Maximilian Wimpfheimer, I. 


The number examined was 113, of whom 74 passed. 


EVIDENCE, PROCEDURE, AND CRIMINAL LAW. 
Crass I, 


Corbett, L.'T. 


G.I, 


Browusword, 1,'l’. 


P, F.A.G lle, M.T, 
Kt, A, Gestion, ihe 





G. F. Spear, I.'T. 
J. H, Whitworth, I.'T. 
P. H, Winfield, 1.T. 


Crass IL, 


_ Kh. 8. R. Balfour-Browne, M.T. 
P: LD). Botterell, LT. 
| Vrederick Broc le hurst, LJ. 
| Harry 


B. R. T. Cirindle, 1.1, 
J, C0, Gwym, 1,7. 
Cyril Hartree, L.1, 
Rh. P. Hille, ET, 

8. 8. Hosain, M.T. 
W., E. Llughes, M.T, 


J. G., Hurst, M.T. 
bs. I. Laitt, M. Ty, 
J, W, Jardine, A 


J, M. King, LT. 
©, M, Kuowles, MT, 
Hi, M, Knowles, G.I, 


<r, 
Robert Woodward (jun.), LT. 


Jan. 
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i, 0. Marks, I.T. | David Rhys, I.T. 

. . Maurice, L.I. G. A. Terrill, M.T. 
Harold McKenna, I.T. W. F. Trotter, L.I. 
W. W. Melville, L.I. O. W. Verner, L.I. 


J.B. A. Moore, G.I. | J.C. Watt, LT. 

de C. Pereira, 1.T. | M. H. Whitley, I.T. 
q. I. Phillips, I.T. Maximilian Wimpfheimer, I.T. 
J. V. Rees-Roberts, L.I. 


Crass ITT. 


(. H. Agar, I.T. Manohar Lal, L.I. 

g,§. A. Akbar, M.T. 8. H. Lamb, M.T. 

R. E. Alderson, I.T. Eric Macfadyen, I.T. 

Hi. E. Bellringer, I.T. B. B. Marshall, M.T. 

E. L. Benson, G.I. P. T. Marshall, I.T. 

H, W. Beveridge, I.T. A. L. L. Maunsell, I.T. 
Gq. E. P. Bowman, L.I. H. K. Nisbet, LT. 

B. N. Chowdhry, G.I. Donald Obeyesekere, I.T. 
E. C. Cochrane, I.T. J. W. Orr, M.T. 

W. V. Cooper, I.T. N. 8. Reyntiens, I.T. 

1, C; Cox, 1-T. H. F. Ribeiro, L.I. 

A. F. Filose, I.T. A. W. R. Roberts, I.T. 
G. W. Garraway, L.I. L. L. Rostron, M.T. 

J. R. M. Glencross, L.I. R. B. Sanderson, [.T. 

A. G. Greenwood, M.T. Har K. Singh, L.I. 

Abul Hasan, L.I. N. W. Smith-Carington, I.T. 
W. E. B. Henderson, M.T. L. R. Thomas, M.T. 

R. F. Honter, G.I. W. B. Thomson, M.T. 

(. N. Hope- Wallace, L.I. | R. A. Unthank, M.T. 

A. H. 8. Howard, I.T. W. J. von Winckler, I.T. 
A. R. Kennedy, L.I. J. A. Williams, I.T. 

A. R. Kahn, G.I. 





The number examined was 107, of whom 89 passed. 








Law Students’ Congress. 


A concnress of law students met on Wednesday and Thursday at the Law 
Institution, the President of the society taking the chair, and the follow- 
ing members of the Council being present: Mr. Gray Hill (Vice-President), 
Mr. Rawle, Mr. Barker, Mr. Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. Beale, and Mr. Gray. 
The meeting was largely attended, the students coming from all parts of 


The Presment, in welcoming the congress on behalf of the Council, 
said that in some measure this conference at the Law Institution was a new 
departure; certainly nothing of the sort had taken place, he believed, 
since 1884, and for his own part, and he spoke for the Council and the 
society, he apprehended that they would receive in discussing the question 
of legal education very great benefit from the opinions of those who were 
necessarily practically brought into contactwith it, andwho must have obser- 
vations and impressions which could scarcely fail to be useful to those dealing 
with the subject. ‘To him personally it was an honour and pleasure to have 
been asked to preside. He knew something of the law students of the 
societies which had convened the conference, which was largely representa- 
tive and which had also taken care that the provinces, whose interests they 
were bound not to overlook, were also represented as well. The Law 
Students’ Society had enabled him on more than one occasion to have the 
pane y of forming an estimate of the value of their system, aid as an 
old president of the Hull Law Society he might say at once that he 
had the utmost sympathy with societies of that class in their work, 
and that he was a very convinced believer in the value of such asso- 
dations, and of such mutual teaching, the value of which had been 
exemplified to him recently in America, where in the societies what 
was called the inductive system of teaching. law was practised by the 
discussion of outside cases and criticism often of a high character. That 
system was one which was really very much based on the principles of such 
societies as those represented by those attending the congress. That 
system of teaching was being very largely adopted in the Universities 
of the United States and Canada. Now, the object of the conference 
wis the improvement of legal education, He hoped they had done 
something Tately in Parliament in trying to improve primary and 
secondary education, but just as in that case ling and co- 
antination were essential principles, so in dealing with legal 
education there would be need for very much co-ordination for the 
Prevention of the overlapping of work by different authorities, and 
certainly a great effort to seat ourselves upon an equality with America 
ad other countries, in which much had been done for the purpose of 
tching the law. In those countries, and on the continent and elsewhere, 

were schools of law where law was taught, not merely as a practical 
wt but also as a high science, and attempts had been made also in this 
Country to do the same—by Lord Selborne and others, But he regretted 
sy that we had not in this country any real equivalent of those schools 
flaw to which he had referred. ‘There were the elements of a great 
Shool in the Inns of Court, the Council of Legal Education, the Incor- 

ed «Law Society, and the London Tniversity, which had 
eh reorganized as a teaching as well as an examining institution in 
MS great colleges, such as King's College and University College, 
tad through the provincial universities, and the local law societies, 
which with very inadequate means had nevertheless been doing a 
tusiderable work for logal education, Whatever the Law Society could 
doin the future would have to be done, the Council were awe, not 








only for the metropoli bug sien. Sox the pameinan, sete was glad to 
be able to inform them that the Council not failed to realize the 
need for improved legal education and the duty which was imposed on 
them of dealing with the subject, and at the last annual meeting an 
undertaking was given by him when elected president on behalf of the 
Council that the subject should be dealt with during his year of office ; 
he might say that the Council and its legal committee had been for 
some time past hard at work, and that pro $ were under considera- 
tion, which, when matured, he believed, w have the effect at any rate 
of improving considerably the t ing and the examinations of the Law 
Society. That was being done before was the prospect of any funds 
for that purpose. But now that there seemed to be a prospect, owing very 
largely to the action taken by the society in taking the initiative in securing 
for the profession the benefit of the funds accruing from the sale of New- 
inn, essentially a solicitors inn, and also owing to the manusn 6 that 
the funds realized by the sale of the inn would be — increased by the 
sale of Clifford’s-inn, there would be additional funds, he os. ge the time 
was not far distant when, if there was not a large school of law for 
England, material help would at any rate be given from those sources to 
enable the Law Society, it might be in conjunction with others, to extend 


.the advantages of legal education. The Law Society had taken the 


lead in these matters, and he wasiconvinced that the Attorney-General, who 
had willingly listened to all the representations made to him on the 
subject, would not forget that im dealing with the allotment 
of the funds. The Legal Education Committee had not failed to 
anticipate many of the suggestions which were to be discussed at this 
congress. There was a general feeling in the committee that whatever 
work they might do might be materially helped by the co-operation of 
the law students. He hoped, personally, though he could not commit 
others on that point, it might be found possible also to obtain the 
co-operation of the university authorities, both in London and in the 
provinces, and also of what he might call the auxiliary bodies, for the pur- 
poses of examination and education—namely, those which dealt with 
commercial matters, especially with matters of accountancy and political 
economy and the like—in establishing ultimately a school of law which 
should deal with law in the broadest sense of the term, and which should 
also be concerned with those allied subjects the knowledge of which was so 
essential to the performance of the duties of the profession. He would 
only add that his personal sympathies were greatly in favour of improving 
legal education. He was anxious that every articled clerk would have the 
opportunity not only of learning the duties of his profession practically and 
theoretically, as he ought, by a knowledge of common law and of the 
principles of law, but that higher duties would be open to him im the 
public interest by means of a knowledge of those great subjects which were 
connected with law and which were so important in the administration of 
the affairs of the country. The effect would be if when a great school of 
law were established and if legal education were improved to increase 
the power and the happiness of the individual student and man, and so to 
advance the general public interest of the society at large. Another 
advantage would be that men would be made better qualified for the 
performance of the duties of the high and honourable profession to which 
they belonged, and the status of that profession would be materially 
improved. It should be the duty of all, collectively and individually, to 
advance the status of the profession by taking care that its members should 
have every possible opportunity of qualifying themselves for the perform- 
ance of the duties both of public and private life. No man’s duty ended 
with the attainment of his own personal happiness or position, or even 
with the performance of the duties of his profession in the best and most 
honourable manner. But every member of society owed something to 
society at large, and the more the members of the ssion could 
qualify themselves for the performance of public duty the more would 
they earn, in his opinion, that respect and honour which was always paid 
in this country at any rate to the performance of public duty. For 
the purpose both of qualifying oneself for legal life and professional 
duty, and above all for public duty, the highest and widest 
advantages of education, both general and special, were it legal 
or otherwise, ought to be open even to the poorest and humblest 
student. One object he was sure all of them had in view was to take 
care, as far as they could, that these avenues were opened to the profession, 
so that, if any member would work hard and conscientiously, he would 
find that, just as in the mechanical world work had its equivalent in results, 
so in the social and intellectual world equally where words and good work 
was put into any worthy object the retwn was as certain. That was the 
object they had in view. They were met, he hoped, to discuss, in a broad 
and wise spirit, some of the practical problems which would be with them 
in their professional life, in the hope that they might solve them in the 
interest of the profession, as well as in that of the public and society at 
large. He had received from the Yorkshire society several papers, t 
which he might refer in the course of the discussion; but no doubt the 
reading of the paper and the discussion which would follow would 
anticipate much that was there contended. 


Lyeat Epvearien ww Yorxsnme. 


Mr. T. J, Cuoven (Rradford Law Students’ Society) rad a paper on 
** The Merits aad Defects of the Scheme of Legal Education at Present in 
Force in Yorkshire.”’ After considering the merits af the scheme, whieh, 
he said, had wide voluntary support, not anly from solicitors bat free 
students, he concluded by saying there were those who thought that the 
scheme did not insist sufficiently on tutorial work, or, in other words, 
cramming or coaching. It had never been the intention af the Yorkshire 
Roant of Legal Education that the student should be gorge With sted 
legal information h the college. Students should not enter | 
lectture-zoom to be but to acquire an appetite, His society 
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heartily supported the attitude of the board in this particular. The 
term lecture liad usually misled those who were tiot students of 
the college. Every attempt’ had been made to exercise personal 
supervision over each pupil ; there were frequent papers and supplementary 
classes, at which difficulties were removed, and expansion and clearness of 
thought were encouraged. The professor and his staff had learned by 
experience to regard this method of informal lectures. as a most valttable 
part of the curriculum. At the same time the college authorities should 
be on their guard not to allow the removal of spasmodic difficulties to 
replace the inculcation of clear general ideas. Methods suitable for an 
intermediate student might not satisfy the student of equity and vice versd. 
It was thought that the board should offer more facilities for a good 
education in commercial law. At present company law and common law 
were included in the syllabus. There was little doubt that the efficiency of 
the articled clerk would be enhanced by a thorough mastery of the elements 
of the subject. It could but be admitted that there were external causes 
amongst others which militated against the perfect success of the scheme. 
One of these only he would mention. The general standard of education 
among those who were now entering upon their arts vitiated the efficiency 
of any well-conceived plan of reform in legal education. There must be 
produced a higher type of mind to begin with or the result would be un- 
satisfactory. If the student was to enter a liberal profession he must 

ualify himself first by a liberal legal education. He proposed, then, that 

e preliminary examination should be increased in difficulty, that it should 
include jurisprudence and logic, and in addition other subjects in which 
the student might desire proficiency. Let them have an intelligent 
thinker and if possible a man of the world for the articled clerk. For if 
the faculty of thinking and the faculty of observing were encouraged 
before the period of articles the difficulties which harassed the educator 
would speedily disappear. The methods of the Board of Legal 
Studies were rationally and logically right. They would be adopted, 
he thought, in their counties or districts because they were commended 
by their success. The question he had been examining was not merely a 
local one, nor was it even national, but it was also imperial and universal. 
The students of Yorkshire were determined that the efforts of the board 
should be crowned with complete success and desired that some permanent 
and tangible expression of these efforts should exlst for the benefit of 
themselves, their successors, and legal education generally. They welcomed 
this‘congress as affording them an opportunity of putting before the law 
students of England a comprehensive and efficient scheme of expressing 
their gratitude to those who were responsible for it, and of promising their 
hearty support and co-operation for the future. 

Mr. Barretr (London) moved: ‘That the conference approves 
generally of the principles of the Yorkshire scheme of legal education and 
with the views expressed in the paper.”’ 

Mr. Gorpvon seconded the motion, which was adopted with eight 
dissentients. 

Srupents’ Practica, Requirements. 


Mr. J. H. Ricnanvson (Leeds Law Students’ Society) moved: ‘* That 
legal education would be more effective if further regard were paid to the 
practical requirements of students.”’ 

Mr. Tatuam (Bradford Law Students’ Society) seconded the motion. 

The Presipent though it would be better if the motion were taken as a 
rider to the previous resolution, and should read, ‘‘ but that legal education 
under the scheme would be more effective if greater regard were paid to 
the practical requirements of the students,”’ 

Mr. Stratrorp (Norwich) and Mr. Wuire (London) having spoken, 

The Vice-Pxrestpent remarked that the society had not the money 
which was to come from the sale of New-inn at present, and whether they 
would get it he really did not know; that depended upon the Attorney- 
General. He thought the wisest plan would be for them to confine 
themselves to the aspect of the question in view of the funds they 
had at present, which were meagre in amount. He did not think 
any of them would disagree with the terms or the resolution whether 
as applicable to Yorkshire or any other county. It rather reminded 
him of a passage in Goldsmith’s Citizen of the World, where it 
said that if you wanted to set up as a great connoisseur of pictures, 
there was one remark which you should always make. You should 
look carefully at the picture and say, ‘‘The artist would have 
succeeded better if he had taken more pains.’’ They wanted to take more 

ins and to succeed better and he entirely agreed that it was extremely 
important that the Council of the Law Society should get in touch with 
the students, and especially with those who had just ceased to be students 
and had passed their examinations, because they were better able to judge 
what improvements could be made in legal education. He thought that 
the very great value of the conference was that it tended to bring the 
society in touch with the young men. The Council wanted to do the best 
they could with their present means. If they had more money they 
would be better able to do the work, but in the meantime they wanted 
the. support and co-operation of the law students. One difficulty 
had ocewred to him. ‘The students had told them what was 
wrong up to a certain point, but they had not told them what 
they were to do in order to correct their mistakes, and in what way they 
could improve the present system. That was what they were anxious to 
hear. The president had referred to the American system. He (Mr. Gray 
Hill) had read with great interest the paper published by Professor Dicey, 
professor of law at Oxford, upon the system in vogue at Harvard. That 
system was a mort valuable mode of imparting knowledge. It was the moot 
system in its most perfect form. There they discussed in the Socratic 
manner by question and answer all the poiut«s which arose. They met not 
merely once a week, but often day by p cosy aml professors were present to 
assiet them with suggestions and to give information, and where required to 
cormect crude arguincuts, An unmense amount of information was 














obtained. Such asystem was practised in the Inns of Court in for 
times, and that was a very important part of the system to be adopted, By 
that would require that all the students in London or in the different lap 
provincial centres should join their debating societies and should atten 
and speak at the different meetings. He had been present at the anny! 
meeting of the Liverpool Law Students’ Society and in one respect the 
were ahead of the London. students. There was a little over 109 artic 
clerks in Liverpool and ninety-nine belonged to the society. But omy 
about one-third attended the meetings and the numbers of s 


































shrunk to eleven or twelve. That was the great difficulty, the supineness@ id 
the articled clerks. -It wasa kind of defect. They seemed not to make tonid 
effort to improve themselves as they ought and that stood very much in th sr Z coul 
way. He had articled clerks in his office, and he made use of every effortiy bat he'cor 









get them to attend the debating society, but he could not say that they wey 
there or that when they went there they spoke. He wanted to urge upg 
articled clerks that they should attend the debating society meetings anj’ 
speak at them. He asked that anyone who hada suggestion to make for the 
improvement of legal education should make it. 

The debate was continued by Mr. Berry (London), Mr. Dopps (London), 
Mr. Mitter (Liverpool), Mr. Cuamsens (Sheffield), Mr. Kay (London), My, 
Jackson (Nottingham), and Mr. Mortey (Nottingham). Some of the 
speakers objected to the motion as being in the nature of a vote of censup 
on the Yorkshire society. 

The Prestpent said that there seemed to be two objections to the rider, 
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First, it expressed a real truism,|that practical requirements should lk , 1 
regarded. Of course they should. And secondly, it implied some censup Lew 
upon the action of the Yorkshire society. He suggested it should mm the studer 
‘**'The conference also expresses approval of the recent efforts of the York. t d then 
shire Board of Legal Studies to adapt the scheme as far as possible to the ret f 
practical requirements of law students.’? They would then have 4 md a 
perfectly definable and clear expression of opinion, whereas in the other in the art 
case to merely speak of practical requirements was something indefinite, sttend su 


which did not carry with it very great force. That gave 
Mr. Croven said he did not intend the resolution in any way as a vote of The Pi 


censure, but merely as a suggestion that some other means should kk tndents 
adopted. He would prefer that it should be put in the original form, that no t 
The Prestpenr said that at the present time many of the suggestions waste hi 
which had been made were already under the consideration of the Legal better th 
Education Committee of the society. A recent report of that committe lecture f 
contained the following paragraph: ‘‘ It is suggested that the system and strongly 
subjects of examination sheuld be from time to time carefully revised in two educ 
order to adapt them to new conditions, and that the examinations should lectures 
of as practical a character as possible, including legal problems and_ points had read 
on which to advise with reference to authorities ; this being not only the entered ¢ 
best means to the above ends, but also useful in testing the character and the pur 
value of the teaching, and in counteracting mere cramming. In other : 
words, instead of many book questions being put, every effort should be opportu 


made to ascertain that the student knows, and is able to apply his law. 
Oral examination should also take place with the same objects.’’ So that 
they could see that the Legal Education Committee were anticipating some Mr. B 
of the proposals which had been made, and he had no doubt that in these age 


respects their opinion would be practically unanimous. this 
The motion was adopted as originally moved. C ifford 
Compvutsory LeGaAL EXAMINATION. —_ 
The President again took the chair on Wednesday evening, and the sent to 
following members of the Council attended: The Vice-President, M., Mr. | 
Budd, Mr. Barker, Mr. Cheston, and Mr. Gray. The : 
Mr. C. A. Craton (chairman of the Bristol Law Students’ Society) read for the 
a paper advocating compulsory legal education by the local law societies, would 
aided, where practicable, by the local universities or university colleges, About 
with a view to preparing candidates for the examinations of the Incorpot- mencet 
ated Law Society, and concluded by moving: ‘That with a view to a decle 
preparing candidates for the examinations of the Incorporated Law chariti 
Society, it is desirable that a scheme of compulsory legal education by the Tenn 
local law societies should be established.”’ the 
After a long discussion, | ste 
Mr. Miuiex (Liverpool) moved the following amendment: ‘ That with 
a view of preparing candidates for examinations of the Incorporated Law that 
Society it is desirable that a scheme of legal education by local bodies the ix 
should be established throughout the country, including London.”’ genes’ 
Mr. Suanman (Liverpool) seconded, and several gentlemen addressed the and 
conference. Was C 
The Vicr-Pxestpent said that a good deal of discussion had taken = 


place as to whether attendance at lectures ‘should be compulsory. Some be 
gentlemen had raised that prelimary point as to whether lectures were A The f 
use at all. He could only speak from his own experience, dating this « 








rather a long time ago, about forty years, when he attended lectures in Amor 
the society’s hall. Those lectures were attended by some 200 students, trust 
and he might say that nothing had been more beneficial, nothing fact 
had been more instructive to him than those lectures. But a whic 
deal depended upon the lecturer, and a great fleal depended, also, wpon the mu. 
student. If the student went to sleep or did not listen, or took no notes, Cow 
then they were not much use ; but if he did what he (the Vice-President) cour 
had done and some others, that was, took down the cases referred to and Atte 
looked them up afterwards, then lectures were of the greatest benefit. On of t 
the subject of compulsion, he agreed that it was quite easy to com The 
people to attend the lectures, but it was not so easy to get them for] 
attend to the lectures, and he thought that couapeielon would be @ to t 
mistake. One speaker had hit the right nail on the head when he dist 
had said that the whole thing lay in the examination, They could he } 
not compel a man to learn if he would not learn; but they could os 






ascertain whether he had suflicient knowledge to make it right that 
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» should be admitted a solicitor. And they could do that by 
proving the system of examination. He believed the crucial point lay 
» mod voce examination. It was impossible really to test the knowledge 
faman without a certain amount of vivd voce examination. Of course 
nat would entail a great deal of trouble and would take up a great deal 
nf time, but they would get at the real knowledge of aman. He might 
giving a parrot answer. He might have a great deal of knowledge that 
; not apparent if he was not pressed. He (the Vice-President) 
told that it was not fair to the very nervous young man 
ho would be confused by questions; but if a man was so nervous 
hat he could not stand a few questions asked in a pleasant and friendly 
ay, he was hardly fit te practise his profession as a solicitor. That kind 
ofreasoning was very much exaggerated. What they had to do was to 
make all the examinations better tests of knowledge. Reference had been 
made to ‘“‘coaches,” but he did not think that in any system they might 
adopt they could get rid of coaches. There must always be finishing 
masters. But as long as the examinations did not test the real knowledge 
ofa man, the coaches would take his attention to apparent and fictitious 
matters so as to get him through the examination. He wanted to get his 
men through, and the society had to test them. They were all agreed, no 
doubt, that the system of lectures, classes, and instruction, the best that 
the Council thought could be given, should be extended all over the 
country. It had answered very well in many places. On the whole the 
Liverpool system was an excellent system, and had succeeded extremely 
well. What the gentlemen attending the conference had to do was to get 
the students together in their societies and put pressure on them to join, 
and then induce them to attend the lectures and classes. There was, 
perhaps, something approaching compulsion, which might be introduced, 
and had been to some extent in Liverpool. It was customary to insert 
in the articles of clerkship certain clauses by which the clerk had to 
attend such lectures and so forth as might be required by the principal. 
That gave the principal a certain moral hold. 

The Prestpent said he esteemed very highly the opportunity of law 
students attending lectures, but at the same time he was of opinion 
that no body of men existing had any right to compel anyone else to 
waste his time. Therefore, if a man knew his subject, it might be 
better than the lecturer, they had no right to compel him to attend a 
lecture from which he could get no information. He also felt very 
strongly that while they ought to give oppertunities that every man got 
two educations—one from others, and the other which he gave himself— 
lectures would be ten times more valuable to the first. He (the president) 
had read up for his examinations in the provinces, andhe should have 
entered a violent protest against being compelled to come up to London for 
the purpose of attending lectures. At the same time numbers of students 
required their help, and for them the society was bound te provide the 
opportunity of attending. The amendment was adopted. 


NEW-INN. 

Mr. Barxerr (Law Students’ Debating Society, London) moved: *‘ That 
this meeting of law students’ societies throughout the country is of 
opinion that a substantial part of the proceeds of sale of New-inn and of 
Clifford’s-inn, available for legal education, should be applied by some 
scheme towards making provision for the instruction of students for the 
solicitors’ branch of the profession, and that copies of this resolution be 
sent to the Incorporated Law Society and the Attorney-General. 

Mr. R. P. Croom Jonnson (Law Students’ Debating Society) seconded. 

The Prestpent said that it was perhaps as well that he should state, 
for the information of the conference, exactly how matters stood. He 
would briefly give the history of this matter and its present position. 
About a year ago or rather longer, proceedings were —— and com- 
menced by the Council on behalf of the society as relators, to obtain 
a declaration of the proceeds of New-inn, and that they were subject to a 
charitable trust. He had forgotten until Mr. Harvey Clifton had 
reminded him that ten years ago—namely, in July, 1888—he had taken 
the chair at a meeting in Gray’s-inn to draw attention to the 

uestion of these inns at that time in relation more particularly to 
Reemard’c-inn, which was going to be sold, and resolutions were passed at 
that meeting protesting against the appropriation of the funds of 
the inns by any of their so-called proprietors. That was probably the 
genesis of what had since happened. ‘The Council of the society initiated 
and carried through the proceedings, with the result that a compromise 
was come to by which £45,000 of the total fund of about £100,000 repre- 
senting New-inn was agreed to be paid to the Middle Temple, in sutisfac- 
tion of any proprietary rights, as they were called, on the part of that inn.: 
The foundation of that claim of proprietary rights they need not discuss at 
this conference, The remaining portion of the sum, subject to a certain 
wmount for costs, £55,000, was available from New-inn for a charitable 


trust, and ultimately for legal education, and it was hoped, in 
fact might be taken, there was a further sum of £50,000 
which would be derived for the Clifford's- 


' same ga from 

im. The Attorney-General had been seen by a deputation from the 
Council, which from the first had watched this matter most closely, and of 
course it was absurd to suggest—the last person to suggest it would be the 
Attorney-General—that any idea existed for the exclusive appropriation 
of that £100,000 to the provision of teaching for members of the bar only. 
The only possible alternative application would be that of a school of law 
for law students generally—and the solicitors, he might observe, still belonged 
to the legal profession therefore, any other idea on that point might be 
dismissed. But if there should not be established a school of law, on which 
he pronounced no opinion at present, the Attorney-General most courteously 
promised that nothing should be done, that his own opinion even, shoulc 


would avail themselves of, when every effort would be made on of 
the solicitor branch of the profession. _New-inn was distinctly a tors’ 
inn, and the Council contended that Clifford’s-inn was largely so, ifnot to 
the extent of a moiety, and they thought they had a strong claim, both 
as initiators and relators, and from the fact of it have been a solicitors’ inn, 
to the funds derived from New-inn, the £55,000 which the Council had 
been the means of recovering. All that would be stated to the Attorney- 
General, and he thought it might be taken that if they had not a general 
school of law they would undoubtedly largely, if not entirely, participate 
in the proceeds of New-inn to the extent of £55,000, and that they would 
have —— a claim on the proceeds of Clifford’s-inn. So that, either for 
general purposes or particular, there must be a considerable accession of 
funds to their branch of the profession. And it was only due to the 
Council to state, in the prospect of that, and even before that was known 
they had been evolving a scheme of revised education and examinations. 
Many of the suggestions which had been made at this conference had been 
anticipated, and the Council looked to this conference as affording useful 
information in leading them to the proper and beneficial and upright and 
wise application of this fund which might come to the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

Mr. Sixcitxeron (London) moved an amendment for the purpose of 
applying any funds from the sale of the two inns to the establishment of a 
school of law in London. 

The amendment was not seconded. 

Mr. Gray remarked that the Council considered their duties went a great 
deal beyond mere examination, and they felt it their duty to give 
assistance to articled clerks as to passing their examination. With regard 
to this special question, he wanted to speak of the financial view. In the 
first place, if there was to be a school of law, naturally the whole of this 
fund and a great deal more, if it were accessible, would be required for its 
foundation, a very great deal more than any money that was now 
coming either from New-inn or Clifford’s-inn was required for 
such a foundation as a school of law. That assistance no doubt 
might be got from the Inns of Court if it were disposed to assist in it. 
Certainly so far as the institution was concerned, to the best of their 
ability and so far as the finances went, very much less than the Inns of 
Court, the Council would be very glad to assist in that. But, as he was 


at present advised, he must confess that he did not see any present pro- 
bability of a school of law, which they all admitted would be a very 


excellent thing. If there was not to be a school of law, then came in the 
question of the claim which the society on behalf of the articled clerks 
had to the funds, especially those arising from New-inn, of which the 
claims appeared to the Council to be imcontestible. But there was a 
further point which he wished to put forward, that was, that this money was 
actually wanted by them. He meant to say that if they got the £50,000, 
or whatever it was, they could still apply it usefully for the education ot 
articled clerks. At present the funds of the society which they had to 
administer for legal education, without going into exact figures, must 
not be estimated at over or much over £2,000. He had been looking at the 
accounts of Yorkshire Law Society, which had spent £700 in the education 
of what must be admitted to be a very small part of Yorkshire. That had 


been spent, as far as he could be made out, in the education of fifty 
articled clerks. The Yorkshire society was in its inception, and had not 


yet developed, and with increased numbers they might reduce the relative 
cost. But there it was. He had not the s relating to other parts of 
the kingdom where there were schools. But let them take the case of 
Liverpool. The cost of pupils there would work out at something like £10 
per head. That was again, he thought, too much. There were altogether 
in this kingdom something like 3,000 articled clerks, and the duty of the 
society was not only to those living in the great centres of the provinces 
but to others in small places. And if they were to reach them, they would 
certainly require the whole of the £50,000 if they could get it, and as much 
as they could get besides. 
The motion was agreed to unanimously. 


Boarvs or Epvucatron. 


Mr. Haxotp D. Bateson (chairman, Liverpool Board of Legal Studies, 
extraordinary member of the Council of the In ted Law Society) 
moved : ‘‘ That on bodies having the control of legal education there show 
be representatives of (1) the practitioners; (2) the students; (3) the 
professors or teachers. That it should be the province of such boards 
to control the disbursement of funds, appomt lecturers, 
schemes of lectures and classes, and generally to make such 
arrangements as may seem desirable for the’ advancement of legal 
education.”’ He wished to mention that in using the word * a p+ a 
he had meant to include the Incorporated Law Society, the local societies, 
and if possible, the bar, 

Mr. A. 'l. Mu.iex (Liverpool Board of Legal Studies) moved : ** That all 
funds in the hands of the Incorporated Law Society of the United King- 
dom which may from time to time be available for legul education should 
be applied to that object through bodies founded throughout the country 
upon lines approved by the Incorporated Law Society of the United 


Kingdom.” 
The Vice-Presment observed that Mr. Bateson’s resolution was 


founded on the Liverpool system, which answered very well. How far it was 
reasonable to expect the Incorporated Law Society to part with the coutrol 
which it had he was not quite sure, but he was quite sure that in some form 


or another closer co-operation with the law students’ associations, at any rate, 
and the ascertaining the wishes and reasonable requirements of law 
students and their rights, would be of assistance to the society ini ving 


their system of education, With regard to the rest of the proposition the 





hot be finally formed watil he had heard what the society had to say on 


behalf of the solicitor branch of the profession, an opportunity the Council : 


difficulty was that the society had not the funds, cither in possession or 
prospect, to enable all this to be accomplished, Suppose they got £55,009 
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from New-inn, suppose they got the fund from Clifford's-inn, that would 


make £75,000 or £80,000. What -would the interest be upon that? 
£2,000 a year. How could they with £2,000 a year establish a school of 
law all-over the country? He wanted to add one point to what had been 
said.in favour of the claim of the solicitor branch of the profession upon 
the fund of New-inn, in case a school of- law applicable to both branches 
of the profession was not to be established. New-inn was let for 
a period of three hundred years by the Middle Temple, and a rental of 
£4 a year was payable on it. That lease had over a hundred 
years to run. Therefore the reversion, looked at simply as a 
matter of money on the part of the Middle Temple, was not worth a 
£5 note, There were chances of forfeiture in consequence of New-inn not 
ing out the trust of the deed, and perhaps those chances were con- 
siderable, but it did surprise him that this matter was compromised on 
the basis of the Temple getting £45,000. It appeared to him very con- 
siderably too much. However, it was made binding on them all, and it 
was no use to talk about it. But if this £55,000 were applied to a school of 
law, and ‘no other contribution made by the Inns of Court, it would be a 
very. great injustice to solicitors. Whether the Attorney-General, in 
whose hands the matter was entirely, would establish a school of law, or 
whether he would divide these funds in some way, especially whether he 
would give the society the whole of this sum coming from New-inn, was, 
of course, only known to the Attorney-General. Of course the Council 
would press it upon him, and a gentleman of his open and impartial mind, 
he was sure, would courteously and fairly listen to their representations. 
They would most earnestly press upon him the right of the solicitor 
branch of the profession to the whole of the money derived from New-inn, 
the £45,000 the Temple had, and also that they should have a portion of 
the funds available from Clifford’s-inn, which was an inn composed of both 
branches of the profession. 
The motions were adopted. 


Scnooits or Law. 


Mr. H. A. Parsons (Bedford Law Students’ Society) moved: “ (a) That 
the Incorporated Law Society undertake the education (exclusive of office 
work) of articled clerks. (4) In pursuance of that purpose, to found a 
school of law in London, with branches in the principal towns in 
England. In determining whether or no any such branch should be 
established, regard should be paid to the number of articled clerks in such 
town. (ce) That courses of lectures be delivered at such schools throughout 
the year, and such other forms of education given as the Incorporated 
Law Society should deem expedient; and that the attendance of 
articled clerks at such lectures, &c., be compulsory. (d) That the cost 
of maintaining such schools be thrown on articled clerks, and that all 
necessary powers be obtained by Act of Parliament or otherwise for 
making it compulsory on articled clerks to attend and subscribe to such 
schools.”’ 

Mr. C. Myitne Barker said that many years ago he had practised as 4 
*coach,”’ and that also many years ago he had lectured in the hall of the 
society. He quite agreed that it was the duty of the society to educate 
the articled clerks free of expense if possible. He did not agree that they 
were not an educating body. That duty was imposed upon them by the 
charter. He hoped they would soon evolve a greatly improved system of 
education. He agreed with the vice-rresident that excellent work had 
been done by lectures. He thought the system of lectures and concurrent 
classes, with as much personal teaching as possible, was the best and 
most efficacious way of getting some learning into the pupils. 
Mere postal instruction was ludicrous to anyone who understood 
the subject. If they wanted to teach a man enything, they 
must get into personal contact with him. He agreed that viva 
vsce eXamination was most useful, and had always urged that 
it should be brought into practice. The greatest care was used by the 
examination committee to avoid playing into the hands of the coaches in 
anyway. Cramming, pure and simple, was no doubt bad, and the greatest 
care was exercised by the committee to prevent it. He thought that 
generally the system of examination gave satisfaction. He hoped the 
society would, as far as the means allowed, extend the present system, 
and improve it on the lines of lectures and concurrent classes and personal 
teaching, and free of cost, or comparatively free of cost, to the student. 
He was careful to say he did not bind the Council to this, it was only his 
individual view. 

The Presipenr suggested that the reasons should be referred to the 
Legal Education Committee of the Council. The first referred only to a 
statutory duty which there was on the Council. The second appeared 
somewhat premature. ‘They were committing themselves to a school of 
law and had not yet had an opportunity of considering any scheme from 
the Attorney-General. It might be that the funds would not be sufficient. 
And in determining whether there should be a branch, the chief factor 
would be the number of articled clerks. If there were no articled clerks 
they would hardly want the branch. He suggested that, if carried, the 
resolutions should take the form of being referred to the Legal Education 
Committee for consideration. 

After a discussion resolution (a2) was carried, (6) was lost, and (ce) and (d) 
were ado as follows: “‘ (¢e) That courses of lectures be delivered at such 
schools throughout the year, and such other forms of education given as 
the I rated Law Society deem expedient. (d) That part of the cost 
of maintaining such schools be thrown on articled clerks.’’ 


Comevisory Law Decrer. 


Mr. R. M. Roxerrs (Preston Law Debating Society) withdrew the 
following motion: ‘‘'That it should be compulsory for every intending 
solicitor to take a degree tin law at one. of the existing or future 
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that the funds at the disposal of the Incorporated Law Society should ly 
applied in giving instruction to students during the period of their articls 
of a kind more practical than now afforded.”’ 

A vote of thanks to the President, on the motion of Mr. Barrzrr, brought 
the proceedings to a close. 








Obituary. 
Mr. Robert Cunliffe. 


We briefly announced last week the death, which took place on the 2n4 
instant at Brighton after a short illness, of Mr. Robert Cunliffe, senior 
partner in the firm of Cunliffes & Davenport, of 48, Chancery-lane, 
London, and a member of the Council of the Incorporatéd Law Society, 
Mr. Cunliffe, who was a member of an old and well-known Lancashire 
family, was born at Belle Vue, Leaf-square, Pendleton, near Manchester, 
on the 20th of September, 1823, and was the youngest son of the late Mr, 
Robert Ellis Cunliffe, a Manchester solicitor. He was educated privately, 
and in 1840 was articled to his brother, Mr. Thomas Potter Cunliffe, a 
partner in the firm of Messrs, Cunliffes, Charlewood, & Bury, solicitors, 
Manchester. After remaining with them for five years, he came up to 
London in 1845, and was attached to the London agents of the Lc 
Messrs. Humphrys, Keightley, & Parkin, with whom he stayed until he 
was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 1845. 


firm of Messrs. Humphrys, Keightley, & Co. Owing to the retirement, a 
year later, of some of its members, the name of the firm was altered, and 
it became Keightley, Cunliffe, & Beaumont, and so remained until 1856, 
when Mr. Keightley retired from it, Mr. Cunliffe and Mr. Beaumont con- 
tinuing to practice under the style of Cunliffe & Beaumont. In 1877 Mr, 
Alfred Davenport, son of the late Mr. Davenport, of Oxford, joined the 
firm, the name of which then became Cunliffe, Beaumont, & Davenport, and 
so continued until 1883, when Mr. Beaumont, owing to ill-health, retired, 
Mr. Cunliffe’s sons, Mr. Robert Ellis Cunliffe and Mr. Walter Frederick Cun- 
liffe, being shortly afterwards taken into > ec Mn gg firm became known 
as Messrs. Cunliffes & Davenport, and although, upon the retirement of 
Mr. Robert Ellis Cunliffe, consequent upon his appointment as Solicitor 
to the Board of Trade in the year 1900, a further change took place in the 
constitution of the firm, Mr. Thomas L. Coltman becoming a partner, no 
further change has taken place in the style of the firm. In 1876 Mr 
Robert Cunliffe became a member of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society—was vice-president in 1889 and President in 1890. 

Apart from his profession, Mr. Cunliffe was a well-known Freemason, 
having become a member of the Lodge of Friendship No. 6 in 1847, 
Subsequently he joined the Chapter of Friendship, and was at the time of 
his death Past Master of the Lodge of Friendship and a P.Z. of the 
Chapter of Friendship. He was also a member of the Grand Lodge of 
England, in which he held the rank of Past Junior Grand Warden, and 
also represented in Grand Lodge the Grand Lodges of Hamburg and 
South y piers in which latter he was Past Grand Warden. 

Mr. Cunliffe was a deputy lieutenant for Cardiganshire. He married ii 
1855 Loetitia, third daughter of the Ven. John Williams, Archdeacon of 
Cardigan, by whom he had several children. He was left a widower in 
1899. 

Judge W. Masterman. 

His Honowr Judge William Masterman, D.C.L., died on Wednesday in 
London. He was educated at Winchester College anid Wadham College, 
Oxford, and was called io the bar in 1870. In 18¥1 he was apy ointed 
judge of County Court Circuit No. 18, 

Mr. A. V. Treacher. 

The death is announced of Mr. Arthur Veary Treacher, solicitor, of 
Brighton. He was admitted in 1888, and was a member of the firm of 
Messrs. J. K. Nye & Treacher, of Brighton. Mr. Treacher, says the 
Sussex Daily News, was greatly esteemed by all who knew him. He had 
earned the respect of judges and magistrates in various courts, and his 
professional brethren had a high regard for him. He was a quiet, 
unassuming man, painstaking in a remarkable degree. He was a great 
supporter of local cricket and football clubs, and was especially interested 
in the Brighton Athletic Football Club—now known as the Brighton 
Amateurs—of which he was a vice-president. He was also a golf player. 








A successful and interesting moot of the Gray’s-inn Moot Society was 
held in Gray’s-inn Hall on Monday last under the presidency of Mr. 
Justice Walton, In reply to a vote of thanks he said: I am quite satisfied 
that arguments of this ‘kind are a very useful, exercise indeed for young 
men who are at or are intending to go to the bar. They accustoma young 
man, first of all to get up a case or a question, to examine it thoroughly 
and look into the authorities, and it undoubtedly accustoms him to getting 
on his legs and arguing a case with all his wits about him. It is better 
than the work of ordinary debating societies, because in a sense it is more 
real, The question put may be hypothetical, but in fact the question 1 
put to-night is a real question and one which I had recently to try. But 
whether the cases are real or only hypothetical matters not, the argument 
is just as real, and I am satistied that the work done is just as real. L 
think that if the leaders of the bar and the judges can assist in this kind 
of exercise, they are doing useful work, and, as I have said, maintaining the 
old corporate spirit of Si Inns of Court aud of the great profession of 
so proud, 
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Immediately after. his admission Mr. Cunliffe became a partner in the - 





Mr. F. 
Town Cl 
Mr. W 
a Judge 


a Judge 
Mr. G 
appointe 
Mr. C. 
London 
¢. H. M 


3 


SE SZERLE: 


BHNOPEE _ 








903,- 


should. by 
ir arti 


tT, br ought 


1 the 2nd 
fe, seniog 
"ery -lane, 
Society, 
ancashire 
nchestey 
late Mr. 
rivatel 

unliffe’s 
Olicitors, 
1e up to 
he , 
until he 


er in the - 


ement, a 
red, and 
il 1856, 
mnt con- 
S77 Mr, 
ned the 
ort, and 
retired, 
ck Cun: 
‘known 
nent of 
licitor 
in the 
her, no 
76 Mr. 
od Law 


mason, 
1 1847, 
ime of 
of the 
lge of 
1, and 
y and 


ied in 
con of 
ver in 


ay in 
llege, 
inted 


r, of 
m of 

the 
had 
| his 
niet, 
reat 
sted 
itom 
yer, 


was 
Mr. 
fied 


aly 
ng 
ter 
wre 
il 
ut 














THE..SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


{Vol.. 47.} - 241 





Jan. 17, 1903. 


Legal News. 
Appointments. 

Mr. F. C. Lioyn, solicitor, town clerk of Huddersfield, has been elected 
Town Clerk of Croydon, in place of the late Mr. Ernest Mawdesley. 

Mr. Wiit1am Goopenover Hayter, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
a Judge in the Egyptian Sudan. 

Mr. Ronert Writ1am Hamiiron, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
a Judge of His Majesty’s High Court of East Africa. 

Mr. Grorcr Francts MacDanret Ennis, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed a Judge of His Majesty’s High Court of Uganda. 

Mr. C. pp J. ANprewes, solicitor, has been appointed Solicitor to the 


London and North-Western Railway Co., in succession to the late Mr. 
C,H. Mason. Mr. Andrewes was admitted in 1877. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Epwarp Wit114M Hastewoop and Francis Jonn Cooper, solicitors 
(Cooper & Haslewood), Bridgnorth. Dec. 31. 
Joux Spencer Lovett and Herpert ALLAN Broap, solicitors (Lovell & 
Broad), 1, Snow-hill, in the city of London. Dee. 31. 
[ Gazette, Jan, 13. 





General. 


It is stated that the fees received at the City of London court during 
the past year amount to £19,836, as compared with £18,184 during the 
previous year, and the amount sued for was £229,303, as compared with 
$197,977. In all 38,538 plaints were issued, as against 34,803 in 1901. 


It is stated that of the 96 Chancery final appeals entered in the Hilary 
sittings list 25 are from Mr. Justice Kekewich, 19 from Mr. Justice Byrne ; 
there are 18 each from Mr. Justice Buckley and Mr. Justice Joyce 
respectively, and eight each from Mr, Justice Farwell and Mr. Justice 
Swinfen Eady. 

The following are the circuits ehosen by the judges for the coming 
Summer. Assizes—viz. : North Wales Circuit, Mr. Justice Wills; South 
South Wales Circuit, Mr. Justice Channell; North-Eastern Circuit, Mr. 
Justice Grantham and Mr. Justice Phillimore; Western Circuit, Mr. 
Justice Lawrance and Mr. Justice Kennedy; South-Eastern Circuit, Mr. 
Justice Wright and Mr. Justice Darling; Oxford Circuit, Mr. Justice 
Bruce and Mr. Justice Jelf ; Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. 
Justice Bucknill; and Northern Cireuit, Mr. Justice Bigham and Mr. 
Justice Walton. 

Mr. Justice Walton, who on Monday presided at a moot in Gray’s-inn 
Hall, is, says the Globe, the first judge for some centuries who has presided 
over one of these mimic contests. There are several occupants of the bench 
who served the Gray’s-inn Moot Society as ‘‘ presiding judges”’ before 
they tasted the genuine sweets of judicial office. Among them are such 
distinguished judges as Lord Alverstone, Lord Macnaghten, Lord Davey, 
Sir Richard Henn Collins, Lord Justice Romer, Lord Justice Cozens- 
Hardy, Mr.- Justice Wills, and Mr. Justice Bigham. But Mr. Justice 
Walton is the only living occupant of the bench who, while holding 
judicial office, has tried a fictitious case in the ancient hall of Gray's-inn. 
There was a time when ‘‘ moots ’’ were an essential part of legal training 
in all the inns, but the Gray’s-inn Moot Society, which was established 
some thirty years ago to revive the old practice, is now the only institution 
of its kind in the legal world. 

The funeral of the late Mr. Percy Dobell, of the firm of Dobell & 
Bagshaw, solicitors, of Liverpool, evoked, says the Laverpool Courier, a 
remarkable demonstration of sympathy on the pait of well-known gentle- 
men in Liverpool and district, the legal profession, of which Mr. Dobell 
was an esteemed and highly respected member, being largely represented, 
whilst numerous organizations -with which the deceased gentleman had 
been closely associated sent representatives. Representatives of the Liver- 
pool Incorporated Law Society, of which Mr, Dobell had been for the 
last seven years hon. secretary, consisting of Messrs. F. M. Hull (vice- 
président), A. J. Cleaver (hon. treasurer), A. 8S. Mather, H. T. Bateson, 
C. E. Stephens, W. Rudd, and F. Gregory, attended, and there were also 
present representatives of the Little Woolton District Council, the Huyton 
Cricket and Bowling Club, the Liverpool Architectural Society, and the 
Liverpool Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children and other | 
institutions ; and the town clerk of Liverpool, the magistrate’s clerk, the | 
registrars of the Lancaster Chancery Court and of the Liverpool County | 
Court, the chairman of the Liverpool Stock Exchange, and many other 
persons were present, 








Warnine to Inrenprne Hovse Purcnasers AND Lessrxs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Co. (H. 
Carter, ©.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 


Court: Papers. , 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reeistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 








Date. Emercency Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
4 TA. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Byrne. 
Monday, Jan. ............19 Mr. Church Mr. R. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. W. Leach 
Tuesday . 20 G 1 ‘Theed 
Wednesday .............. 21 King R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Thursday .......00.0.00000. 22 Farmer Godfrey Theed 
EE iocnasensbanieiune 2B Theed R. Leach Beal. W. Leach 
Saturday Sdbcte © eexcontn 24 W. Leach Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. FARWELL. Buck.ey. JOYCE. Swinren Eapy, 
vesee 19 Mr. Farmer Mr. Greswell Mr. Pemberton Mr; Carrington 
..20 King Church Jackson Beal 
Farmer Greswell Pemberton Godfrey 
King Chureh Jackson R. Leach 
Farmer Pemberton Jackson 
King Church Jackson Pemberton 











The Proper 


Mart. 
Results of Sales. 


Reverstons axnp Lire Porictes. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrietp held their usual Fortnightly Sale, No. 731, of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following Lots were Sold at 


the PEVERSIONS: 


z 
To One-fourth of £11,355 14s. 74. New Consols ... ao . Sold 900 
Absolute to £8,299 19s, 8d.; life 67. . ove he wee oe «+ 95 5,000 
Absolute to One-third of £2,060; life 65 ... eve eee ose wo gp S45 
POLICIES: 
For £1,300 ; life 55 dip wee tie = oie Sin: he oo 480 
105 


For £500; samelife ... ot sige the i ee: odie ae 
Messrs. Davin Burnett & Co. sold at the Mart, on the 13th inst., Copyhold Ground 
Rent of £120 per annum, secured w Nos, 249 to 253, Hammersmith-rmad, with 
Reversion in sixty-six years for three thousand eight hundred and fifty pounds (£3,850), 


being over thirty-two years 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette,—Fripay, Jan. 9: 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamrrep 1x CHANCERY. 


Corvmsus Co, Liwrrep—Petn for winding up, ted Jan 6, directed to be heard Jan 
20. Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach 


the above-named not later than 6 o’¢lock in the afternoon of Jan 19 

Execrric Lieutixe Boarps, Liurrep—Petn for winding up. presented Jan 6, directed to 
be heard Jan 20. JB&F , 11, Queen st, solors for petners. Noti 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jam 19 

G A Carr & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required on or before Feb 23, to send their names 
and addiesses, and the particulars of their debts or le Carr, Alexandra 
Dock, Gt Grimsby. i 


Evershed, Birmingham, solor for liqui 
Kireiey Har Co, p—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 14, to send their namies 
onl sbtrem, ent the ae Se. = Edward Chadwitk, 
10, Market pl, Hyde. Brooks & Co, Manchester, solors for liqui 
Monrrso Miyes, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 10, to send their names 
aud addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to William Antrobus Laning, 
Finsbury House, Blomfield st. Beal and Payne, Budge row, solorsfor the 
R. 8. E. Syxpicate, Lourep, creditors are uired, on or before Feb 16, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, to Maurice H. Mills, 
83, Queen st, Cheapside 
W. Brasiey, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 9, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert William Freshwater, 
7 and 8, Railway app, London Bridge 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Jan. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lauwrep tx CHANCERY. 
Avromatic Cuaty Co, Luarrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Walker, 131, 
Edmund st, Birmi . Rowlands & Co, Birmi , solors for liqui 
Buenos Ayres Ecectric Tramways Co, Liurrep (1x Votuytary Liquipation)—Creditors 
are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their names addresses, and the i 
of their debts or claims, to Edmund George Summers, St George’s House, 
Mellor & Co, Coleman st, solors for liquidator 
Tue Mancuester Pure MiLx Suppry Co, Lamrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 14, to their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Henry Whittaker Garnett, 22, Booth st, ¥ 
Nome Exproration axp Gotp Miniye Co, Lauren (1x_Liguipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Feb 21, to send their names and and the of 
their debts or claims, to John Thomas, 80, 
st, solors for the liquidator 
Sovrnern Wassau Synpicats Luatep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their claims, to Edward 
ws Pps Newitt, 19, Queen Victoria st. Christopher & Roney, solors for the . 
ui 
R. t T. J. Apams, Lumrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to Arthur 
Stren, S Colmore row, Bi Hargreave & Heaton, Birmingham, solors 
the liquidator ; 
WALLsEND AND Sttxstonr Coat, Co, Lantreo—Creditors are Mee on or before Feb 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or ote. William 
on Gray, District Bank chmbrs, Bradford. Watson & Co, Bradf solors for 
iquidator . 
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For Taroat Irerration ann Coven “ oe Glycerine 
always prove effective. They soften and clear yee, and are invaluable 


to all suffering from cough, soreness, or dryness of 





27 years. ‘Telegrams: Sanitation, London, Telephone: 316, West- 
mitster—[Apvr.] 


in labelled tins, price 74d. and Is. 14d. James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homee- 
| pathic Chemists, London,—[Apvr. ] 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.- Turspay, Dec. 23. 


Sembee, Wituram Tempce, t Lawn, Battenhall rd, Worcester, Timber Merchant 
Jan 21 Bourne v Bourne, ll, J Corbett, Worcester 


London Gasetie.—Frivay, Jan. 
Moroay, Bripcet, Rochdale, Lancaster Jan 29 Staunton v Groarke, Registrar, Man- 
chester Bradbury, Clegg st, Oldham 
London @azetie.—Fripay, Jan. 9. 


‘Cirac, Joux, Windy Bank, Colne, Lancaster, Weft Fork Maker Feb 10 Clegg v Clegg, 
Registrar, Manchester Titcomb, Windy Bank, Colne 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 30. 
Borrou, erg Oakamoor, Staffs, Fire Brick Manufacturer Jan13 Cull & Brett, Stoke 


on 
Corran, Josten, Shaw, Lanes, Cotton Mill Ma: Jan 12 Clegg, Shaw 
Eaton, James Stuart, Ashton under Lyne, Solicitor Jan 31 Booth & Wilkinson, Ashton 


Lyne 
Hearn, Samurt, Audlem, Chester Jan31 A & J E Fletcher, Northwich 
Hetten, Taomas, Rochford Jan29 Duffield & Co, Chelmsford 
Hotpswortu, Jars Swrrn, Graystone: Holme, nr Carnforth, Westmoreland Jan 31 
Winders, Bolton 


Hoyt, Wittiam, ton, Leicester Jan 31 J & S Harris, Leicester 

Jackson, Freveric, Heaton, nr Bolton, Bleacher Jan 31 Winders, Bolton 

Kwyow tes, Henry, Woodville, Leicester Feb 28 Shipton & Co, Chesterfield 

Mirtcue tt, Srencer, Keighley, Yorks, Worsted Spinner Jan 31 Spencer & Co, Keighley 

Parkin, Grorce Henky, el, Si Feb9 Tyler, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Pir, Jour, Peasenhall, Suffolk, Fa’ Feb 28 Cross & Co, Halesworth, Suffolk 

Reeves, Joun, Lee, Kent, Merchant Fe Féb8 Kearsey & Co, Old Jewry 

SaYAn, RAumruta asso, ee , India Jan 28 Payne & Lattey, Leadenhall st 

Srart, Atrrep, Loughbo' Feb 3. * Moss & Taylor, Loughborough 

WAKEFIELD a i Stretford, nr Manchester, Grocer Feb 24 Tallent & Co, 

WELLS, Betsy, Southwold Feb1 Grahames & Co, Gt George st, Westminster 

Wiruerixetoy, WittiaM, Long Itchington, Warwick, Farmer Jan24 Wood & Bourne, 
Southam, Warwick 


London Gasette.—Fripay, Jan. 2. 


Ast1, Sir Frepenicx, GCVO, KCB, Whitehall ct Feb 16 ga & Co, Mincing In 
Apams, THomas, Abergavenny Jan 31 Abergavenn: 
mK, MARIA seaet, St s Feb 15 Tylee & Co, Essex st, Strand 
Asa, Grorer, Lewi en Wee Feb2 Avery & Wolverson, New Cross rd 
Avstix, Epcar — 1am, Worship st, Wholesale Cabinet Manufacturer Feb 1 Watson, 


Barrie, Rosner Gar: Grey, Henrietta st, Covent gin, Builder Feb7 Hughes, Edgware rd 
Bassett, Tuomas BarTuo.omew, Mecklenb at Feb14 Stubbs, “John” st, Bedford row 
Beastey, ALrrep Wit11AM, Preston Park, Brighton Jan 31 Taylor & Co, Field et, Gray's 


Boorn, Joux, Edgbaston, Song erg Feb1 Beale & Co, Birmingham 

Bortom, eee, Oakamoor, 8 Fire Brick Manufacturer Jan 13 Cull & Brett, Stoke 

TesweSounces, Antz Louisa, Newton Abbot, Devon Feb1 Daw & Son, Exeter 

Bator, Auicr Lovise Eoirn, Bri ter Feb 12 Kennedy & Co, Clements inn, Strand 
RKE, Mary Feb 2 Pidcock & Sons Eastbourne 

Cratc, Joun Wricut, =, Bournemouth Feb 28 age & Co, Bradford 


ER, CHARLES, Feb17 Paris & Co, Southam mpton 
Drewry, a Sean, Burton upon Trent, Solicitor Jan31 J & W J Drewry, Burton 


Dry, Sensancn Wits, South Kirkley, Lowestoft Jan 31 Johnson, Lowestoft 

Eaton, Marta, Ashton under Lyne Jan 31 Booth & Wilkinson, Ashton under Lyne 
FARROW, Hewry, Harlow, Essex Jan 31 Slater & Camm, Dudley 

cena Josrrn, Halifax Feb14 Walshaw, Halifax 

Forses, GEORGE, Radcliffe sq Jan26 Bliss, st 

Foster, Wiii1aM, Harlesden Feb7 Hughes, 

GapspEN, Grorcr Aurrep, Bedford row Feb10 Gadsden & Treherne, Bedford row 
Gamaie, Roserr Epwanp, Upper Goalford, Ludlow, Salop, Saddler Feb 3 Cottam, 
Ger, Tuomas, Dover Jan 31 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Howarrn, Emma Ciarxe, Monton, nr Manchester 





March 25 Diggles & Ogden, Man- 

Howarra, Wi111m, Monton, nr Manchester March 25 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 

Jeaon, Exiza, ce Jon, Bros — 31 Taylor & Co, Field ct, Gray’s-inn 

a Frepericx eat, tive , Licensed Victualler Feb 14 Saw & Sons, Queen 

pen Joust ll Ruthin, pakigh. Feb 5_ Addison, Walsall 
Liautroot, Jonxsox, Lymm, Chester Feb4 Ridgway, 

McMoutex, AUEXANDER Prrer. Hertford Feb 28 Sworder & 


caeneen: Hertford 
Meron, oe Moss Side, Manchester Feb1 as Macclesfield 
a RTHA, Southport Feb7 tens, Bo 
ran eusnn Pall Mall, Optician Feb 7 peo ot -, 
Upper Homerton Feb4 Newton 


1 mw. WiLLtan Salis Jan29 H & Jackson. Bais 
a "Baan, Button Coldfield, arwick Feb 7 @ James, Binni 


el pag ong wg egy lg ‘Birminghaza co, Eougbrngh 
A b ‘3s Jan 21- 
Srupxry, Agere, Bomingkemn Feb6 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 
Sommers, Henny, Tipton, Staffs, Sheet Roller Jan 19 ry od & reba, , Dudley 
Wrytr, James, i y April15 Peed, Whittlesey 
Worstry, Catuentiye, Ain ‘Anoub, Lebanon Feb 28 Mathews & Co, Cannon st 
London Gazette—Turspay, Jan. 6. 
Renee, RACES, Kingston upon Hull April 1 Middlemiss & Pearce, Kingston upon 
Arenson towns Soe Herne Hill Feb 16 Phelps & Wallace, Gresham st 
ERT STEVENSON Epex, 5 we Feb 5 Kidson & ve Sunderland 
Eriszan Povo pam In Feb — & A podem 


ae Soares, ) eee fan 31 rebber, St Helen's pl 
fates ma Bete, Lang Sato a Gracothurch 


“4 aoe & Meee. Long Suttou 
: any Essex st, Strand 








erst Mann & Crimp, 
un, Kentineton Desk ea Feb 2 Hinton, Brixton 


—= 
Faxxer, Axx, Stortford, Victualler Jan 31 Burton & Son, Blackfriars nl 
Go.tpixc, Grorar, . Superintendent. e Engineer Feb 1 Shirley & Sona, 


Hawsvry, AtFrep, Small Heath Lenny pl om Baker & Co, Birmingham 
Harwoo! }, Trrvs. Hovey, MD, Burley, eb3 Nowell & Co, Burnley 
Hawpon, Eveanor, Southwick Mar anne Fev7 Ben , Sunderland 
Hawpos, Wit11am, Southwick a War Durham, Draughtsman Feb 7 Bentham, Sunde. 


Hawken, Joun Faepenicx, Plymouth, Solicitor Mareh1 Venning & Co, Devonport 
Heap, Corneuivs, Wi nr Manchester Feb7 Leak & Pratt, Manchester 
Hinpey, Sosannan WAKE Heigham, Norwich Feb2 Goodchild, Norwich 

Sevewe, Ponce, Yok Pi Le 'W Thompson, York 

Jones, Davin, Rockham , Qi a oo pes 24 Benson & Co, Bristol 
LisTER, JOSEPH, » Farmer Feb 16 — 

lower, THomas Lewis, Hollins Vale, nr Bury, Bleacher Jan 31 Woodcock & Sm, 


Lyster, Joux, Handsworth Feb 14 Aneel & Achioet, Birmi 
KAUFMAN, Aron Josern, Houndsditch 35 Ballantyne Leadenhall st 
Kayr, Tuomas, Huddersfield Feb bit = & Co, Huddersfield 


Mantie, Maria, 


Birmingham J: ve & Heaton, Birmi 
SE SUNY JP, Kettering, N 


orthampton Feb 7 "Keith f themnphrica, Chan. 


cery 
Morrisu, Joux, Devonport Feb7 Gill, Devonport 
Nort, Carottwe Exiza, Bath Feb 16 Simmons & Co, Bath 
Nuxvyery, Jonny Atten, Long Sutton, © timen’ Feb3 Mossop & Mossop, Long Sutton 
Nouwvery, Saran, Long Sutton, Lines Feb3 Mossop & p, Long Sutton 
PrxDLEBury, Joux Feb10 Tahourdins & Hitchcock, Victoria st, Westminster 
Peruer, Ricuarp, Headington, Oxford Lat, 6 Morrell & Co, Oxford 
= Tuomas, Brodgen, nr » Yorks, Yeoman Feb 10 Charlesworthé 


Scuwas, Junius, pstead, Merchant Feb1 Goldberg & Co, Finsbury circus 

Ssaru, Wri.iaM Sipyey, Arnesby, Leicester, Grazier as : Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
Tay or, Samvet, re § Derby Jan 31 Marsden, G 

THom: ae ae oo Cripplegate, Wholesale ——" Btationer Feb 16 Hubbani, 


Tuomas, Maruew, Cardiff, Painter Feb16 M & Co, Cardiff 
Torson, Joun, Dewsb , Spinner Feb 20 Haigh & Co, Dewsbury 
Warp, Jounx Tuomas, uorndon, Leicester, Farmer Feb 20 Woolley & Co, Lough. 


rough 
Youna, Wiit1am Woop, Leighton Buzzard, Beds Feb2 Pettit, Leighton Buzzard 


London. Gazette,—Fripay, Jan. 9. 
Avpensrook, Heyry, Kingswinford, Staffs Feb 10 Jobson & Marshall, Dudley 
Barker, CHARLES, ay Oxford st, Bookbinder Feb6 Pryce, ‘Acton 
Batuurst, Freperick, udoun rd, St John’s Wood Feb 9 Bathurst, St John’s Wood 
Be..uouse, Taomas Percy ,Manchester, Solicitor Feb9 Corbett & Co, Manchester 
sree Ex mate Oakamoor, Staffs, Fire Brick Manufacturer Jan 13 Cull & Brett, Stoke 


Bray, Gomme, Royston, nr Barnsley, Shopkeeper ey ae & Walker, Barnsl 
Brazier, Henry, Grandborough, Bucks, Farmer Willis & Willis, Window 
BroapBeEnNt, WILLIAM, Leeds, Cutler Feb 14 Smith, ae ted 

Bupp, HERBERT GorDINaHAM, Worcester, Surgeon Feb 21 Campbell & Garvan, 


Worcester 

CALDWELL, Saran, Woolston with Martinscroft, Lanes, Farmer Feb 7 Widdows, Leigh 
CuamBers, Ricnarp, Whitefield, Lancs, Bleacher Feb 21 Breit & Co, Manchester 
Coot rae Newmarket St Mary, Suffolk, Stableman Feb 1 D’Albini & Ellis 

ewmarket 
CrowTnaer, Saran, Bri m Quay, Yorks Feb12 Crawford, Leeds 
Davies, Georcre — Halt yw Feb7 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 
Davis, WILi1AM, a mere ee my Png oe Jan 31 Alms, Taunton 
Dray, Mary, Leeds & Sons, Leeds 
Dopasuun, Wi.i1aM Henry, tote Merchant Feb 21 Dodgshun, Leeds 
Dunston, Ricuaro, Thorne, Yorks, ’Shipbuilder Feb1 Atkinson & Constable, Thorne 
East, Joun, Gt Kimble, Farmer Feb7 Horwood & ae. Aylesbury 
Empin, Grorar, Kilburn, C Accountant Fe Cannon & Co, Cannon st 
Fraron, Freprrick Grorar Wit11AM, Taplow, Bucks. tg 19 Wilde & Co, College hill 
Foupuaiy Susannau, Chingford, Essex Feb 5 G & M Goodman, St Helen's pl, 


jopagate 

Gamer, Emma, Hoxton, Bradford Feb 28 Seotione & ef , Bradford 

GarLanD, Enaar WaLrer, Garrod & Wilson, Diss 

Gort, Right Hon Jonny Gaar Piiensier oak Portman sq Feb 28 Walfords, 
Bolton st, Piccadilly 

Hevutnory, James, Birkenhead Feb 9 Dalby & Moore, Birkenhead 

Hoorrrsos, , GRORGR, Chorley, Lanes, Labourer April7 Hart-Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster 


Intinaworta, Exizapern, Crookes, Sheffield Feb14 Smith & Co, Sheffitld 
Inpor, E1izaBetu Yeovil Feb 14. HS&S Watts, Yeovil 
Ineuam, Arruur, Ww , Leeds Fel Deby Barr & Co, Leeds 
Jenkinson, Henry, Old st, Clerkenwell, March 31 Shipton & Co, Chesterfield 
Moore, Epwarp, Sekforde st eam Porter Feb9 Burnard, Vincent ter, Islington 
Moray, Marcaret Any, Y: Rhondda, bw Feb7 Davies & Co, Pontypridd 
Murpny, JAmMEs, Ret ester Draper Eeb6 Menzies & Co, Liv erpool 
Newe tt, Mary, Ly te, nr Todmorden Feb 6 Sager & Co. ‘Todmorden 
Oavey, Josern, . pan, 3 Yorks Jan — Richardson, 
Powsit, HANNAH March 1 y & Son, Bewdley 
ain Mary, Petherton ad, C Canonbury Fob 2 Whitington & Co 
Reeve, Grorcr Winranedn, Margate, Hotel Keeper Feb 6 Young & Co, Laurence 


Pountney hill 
Riwer, Mary Ayn, Twyford, Berks Feb7 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
RosBERtTs, —" Jonrs, Conway, Carnarvon, Linesman Feb 6 Porter & Amphlett 


Conwa: 
SAUNDERS, vy Oe Satu, Sheffield, Pawnbroker Feb10 Eaton, Hartshead, Sheffield 
Trewaitt, WiLLiAM, Northallerton, Yorks, Farmer Feb 3 Gardner, Northallerton 


Londm Gazette.—Tunspay, Jan. 13. 
Apport, SELINA MATILDA Canrotive, Hopton Hall, nr Gt Yarmouth April 11 Andrew & 
Co, Gt Ji Bedford 


‘james’ st, row 
ATKINS, Mary, Burton on Trent March9 Dunnicliffe, Burton on Trent 
Benson, Taomas, Irleth, nr Askamin Furness Jan 30 Taylor & Son, Barrow in Furness 
Brnsoy, Tuomas Hewris, jeisth, Lanes 3 Lanes, Miner Jan 4 as 9 & Son, Barrow in Furness: 
Berry, Epnwarp Unwin Hampstead, Surgeon F Bartl 
BonD, Freprricx James, Peel ly Me 
Brazier, Henry, Grand! 





Bromiey, ANNIE, Welton or Stent nr Stone, em & Sons, Hanley 
Brown, Hepuzipan Somerton, Somerset web: i i Hill & Son, Somerton 
Browy, Joun, Birmingham Feb 10 


Cooxsry, Witi1am, Wednesbury, Scrap * Dealer Feb 14 Thursfield & Messiter, 


Curriz, CHARLES, Feb 24 Murray & Co, Birchin In 


Salisbury, 
Douerty, Mary "ELiey, Lower 


D H Nottingham eis 5 & re Chancery In 
RYSDALE, HECTOR, wn, 
Finay, IsaBe.ra, Liverpoal re 21 Court, Vy <4 
Teas, Warttan, b 15 Henderson & Co, In 

WIL1iaM, eereheagh corsa ‘eb 7 Cull & Brett, Cheadle, Stoke 
Fry, Ciete: Dein: Leoniaks <n 5 Henderson & Co Philpot, In 


Haynes, CHARLOTTE Chipoing Norton" Maran Wilkins & Fox, Chipping Norton 
Jauns, Gzones, fingslare, nr Payneeville, Victoria, Australia,’ Mar'10° Robins & Co 
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“a , Birkenhead, Farmer 
Lax, Winitire, Southport _ Feb 14 "Williams, Southport 


Loos, Tame Francis, Bury’ 8t 


Manrix, Frevertck, Beckenham Feb 28 Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn sq 


Meraven, Rev Francis Pavt, Brie ae < Ww 
Moore, ions, North Tedworth, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Jan. 6. 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
ge = gy nr Richmond, Yorks, 
was N Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 


BroomrieLD, Harriet, Ly mrst, Hants, Grocer South- 
Pet Jan 1 rd Jan 1 ax 

ConEx, moues. ere. Rubber Merchant Birming- 
ham Pet Dec Ord Jan 1 

CoorER, ty Droitwich, Worcester, Innkeeper 
Worcester Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

CoouTR AED, Te Ashford, Draper Canterbury Pet 

13 


Dec 30 
Dixcey, by ey West Kilburn, Glass Dealer High 
Court 


et Jan3 Ord Jan3 
Foxes, Bahan Watter, Ramsgate, Manufacturer’s 
t rd Jan 1 


Canterbury Pet Jan1 
Gouomay, Barnet, Leeds, Slipper Maker Leeds Pet 
Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 
GnivFiTHs, Lipa St Thomas, Swansea Swansea Pet 
Jan 1 
Hay, Tuomas, Whitley Bay, a ee ee 
mewensite 0 m Tyne Pet Dec 1 
ee Wiiiam, and P ncn ‘Ween’ SorHeran, 
est Hartlepool, B Builders Sunderland Pet Nov 25 
‘ae ya Hamer, East 
Court 


India av, Bookmaker 
Pet Oct 22 Ord Dec 31 


Jacoss, Bertiz ALFRED, Gutter In, Trimming Merchant 
Court bes Novi2 Ord Jan 2 ‘ 
Janvis, Fraycis Dawiet, Reading, er Reading Pet 
Dec1 Ord Dec 30 


Jouxstox, Tuomas Ratton. a Sweet Dealer 
Rochdale Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 

Joxes, Joun a, Lianrwst, Denbigh, Solicitor Port- 
madoc Pet Nov26 Ord Jan 

Keicutzy, Bensamin, Ilkley ts Pet Dec 30 Ord 


Dee 30 
LovetL, FREDERICK Same Potato Merchant Truro 
Pet Jan3 Ord 


Marpen, Grorcr a Eastbourn 
t Eastbourne Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 2 
ier. GrorGE Sioa ree — LynGaas, 
fewcastle on whers Newcastle on 
Pet Dec 9 “Ord Det 8 + ~~ 


Newsoip, Witt1aM, Talington, Printer High Court Pet 

Jan1 Ord Jani 
Patwer, Tuomas Georce Humpurey, \ age Builder 

Kingston, Surrey Pet Oct.17 Ord Dee 
PrMBERTON, Arruur Epwiy, Ashton on i. Electrical 
P Davin A — ¢ oon a,b ickla: 
ICKERING, Davip ALFRED, m upon ri 

— mupon Hull Pet Jan 1 Ord Jan ed 
Purtick, Freperick VALENTINE, Sudb Baio, Fish- 
Ra J us, Pontyeymmer, Garw Valey, Glam, Build 

TTRAY, JOHN, Pont ’ 

Cardiff Pet Dec 30° Ord Dec 30° 
oes, "tuoxas, Liverpool Liverpool Pet Jan 1. Ord 
Boss Tours, Moreay, Ty st, Costumier High 

Court Pet Nov25 Ord J 
Sancent, Samuet Nevay, othe ’ Commons, Woollen 
te —— t Court | poe Aug 8 10% Jan 1 

AL, FrepERIcCK Hersert, — ers’ Merchant 

Preston Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 
me, Ausert Epwarp, Portrnouth, Grocer Portsmouth 


etJani Ord Jan1 
wie * sone Leicester Leicester Pet Jan 1 Ord 
jan 


Srexcen, Jouxn Waurer, Bradford, Butcher Bradford 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 
beat <9 Joun, Walsall, Bricklayer Chester Pet Jan 3 


as, Tuomas, Pegietesd, Notts, Gentleman Derby 


Nov 5 
2 6 ee House 


‘Zexs, WILLIAM Heme, Babbacom! 
Pet Jani Ord 
on Sea, + puilder Has- 


Exeter 
Waite, Anruur Henry, St Leonards 
Pet Jani Ord Jan 1 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
: London Gazette of Dec 16: 
Wueas, James Tuomas Frawx, Tooting, Builder Wands- 
worth Pet Sept 25 Ord Dec 13 
Amended notice substituted for _ blished in the 
London Gazette o eo: 
Wacyer, Freperice senile , Canning Town, 
Butcher High Court Pet Dec 19 "Und Dacid . 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Appuesy, Jame, Fier, | a Newsagent Scarborough 


Jouss, JULIANA, Jermyn st, St James Febi5 Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury circus 
Kenwanp, aad Steinmetz, Shopwyke, nr Chichester Feb 14 Morley & Co, Old 


Feb 10 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
» Printer Feb 28 Bankes & Co, Bury St} gyirn, Many Cu 


i babepe den Lamb & Son, Andover 





a, ee Frost, 
Stoves, Hien 


Sims, Fefortck, Venta Ventnor, 
Bours, Wittiam, Bury Bury St 
Arundel st, Strand 











| Berry, Carey, , Commercial Traveller Brighton 
| Pet Dec 18 Jan 5 
Buake, Henry Eouunp, Gray'sinn rd, Frame Manufacturer 
Court Pet Jan6é Ord Jan6é 


Bowp.er, Joseru, = Veg, Horse Dealer 
Wolve i et Jan7 Ord Jan 7 


Bricut, Francis ag Vescomse, Moseley, Worcester, 
Timber Merchant's Manager 


Birmingham Pet Jan 5 
Cc soon Croston; Lancs, Miller Bolton Pet 
HADWICK, Henry, 
Dec 15 Ord Jan 7 
Cuampiox, Wittiam Henny James Counter, Devonport 
PI th Pet Dec19 Ord Jan5 


lymou! 
CuarrpLe, James AsuTon, Ay » Devon, Butcher 
Pet Jan 5 Jan5 

Crayton, THomas, , Cheshire; Builder Man- 

Co nm gg Ep Balls Pond rd, Isli 
LLINS, ERT WARD, Islington, 
Sh High Court Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 

TTHEW, Barrow in en Labourer Barrow 
Pet Jan7 Crd Jan7 

Coveney, <6 James, Southall, Draper Windsor Pet Jan 6 


DowsE _ ae Cuaries, Redcar, Yorks, Draper 
Pet Jan6é Ord Jan’6 


Lp my Hill, Staffs, Grocer 
Emery, Grorce, Aston, 
Jan5 Ord 


Cowarpb, 
in 


Ecciestos, Epwarp WILLIAM 
Pet Dec 30 Ord 
i Builder Birmingham 
Jan 5 


Pet 
ms = Err anon, Yorks, ChemistBradford 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 


Hannan "Wuian, averpol Estate Agent Liverpool 

Harriveron, Mary, 5 eb Mail Cart Manufacturer 
Li Pet Dec 22 Jan 6 

wast, “a Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet Jan5 Ord 
‘an 

Kurtz, Lupwic, Walthamstow, Baker High Court Pet 
Dec17 Ord Jan7 

aa oom, Ps ny Shirt Manufacturer High 

Lymer, James, bye ye Licensed Victualler Wol- 

MeLa: BS 8 Beton §, Oni Jan § Missionary High 

GLEN 4 

we Gout. et Deo is Ord Jan 7 nite 
TCALFE, WILLIAM, Chorlton cum Hard lane ‘wine 
Merchant Manchester Pet Jan 2 Jan5° 

es *y a Seeary av, Baker High Court 


Sita , | Staffs, Brewer Wolverhamp- 
a ton Pet Dec 18 a * an 7 
CHAELIEU, AN GuEL, Lianelly, Carmarthen 
Jeweller’s Assistant Carmarthen Pet Jan 6 Ord 


Jan 
Ruste, , eee Lewes, Trainer of Racehorses Lewes 
Ri tas wi eae Lianstephan, Carmarthen Car- 
usH, JoHN CAMPBELL, 
marthen Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 
Scansporoven, Maurice, Wimbledon, Secretary Kingston, 
Pet Jan? Ord Jan7 


Saira, WILLIAM, Ashton under Lyne 
So ~- Sv Richmond, Sure, Hotel P Wani 
ARES, JULIO, roprietor Wan4s- 
worth Pet Dec9 Ord Jan 


THAXTER, Pang Se Agent Leeds Pet 
Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 
babes omy eh Wim, Leeds, Licensed Victualler Leeds 


Ord Jan 3 
Wituiams, Davin; Standard st, New Kent rd, Dairyman 


High Court Bet Dec 19 Ord Jan 5 
Warites GroraE, Tydfil, filter Repairer 


Merthyr 

Pet Jan 6 6 Ord Jan 

Wrsrow, Arruvr, Manufacturer 
Chelmsford Pet Jané Ord Jan 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Atpersox, Jos, Asheunetiiie, nr Richmond, Yorks, 
Butcher Jan 19 at 11.30 Court House, Northallerton 
Aree JAMES, . Yorks, Newsagent Jan 20 at 11.15 
ARGUILE, JOSEPH pay, canter, pe mner mal Jan 19 at 
at 12.30 Off 
itor ree chitect Jan 19 


oe, Semnse - , Coal Merchant 
‘an Ree, 1 
Brake, Hexry FE ny Gray’s rd, Frame Manufac- 


turer Ji bidgs, st 
~~ oe eran South Om lee, 14, Bloor Cu 
an ’ 
BroomFlELD ge ee ge Jan 19 


3 Of 
tay - Devon, Butcher Jan 


Cunt Eadie leon Balls fhe 
ing Smith Jan toa 


Asutos, FREDERICK SL 





felson, Lancs, Assistant Jan 16 at 


ae... aay 
cma nee ae ee 


W , Tuomas, Cradley, Worcester, Shopkeeper Feb 
Woopmasox, Susax, Above Town, Dartmouth Jan 31 "Smith, Dartmouth 





ee ee ere Feb10 Pollock & Co, Lincoln's 
Feb 9 ¥urber & Dickinson, 
aane Fost, Me glee, Fa the Marsh, Glos hte 


entnor, I of W, Licensed Victualler Feb IlotW 
« Prxoo, Sydenham Hlenderwon f mn & Go Flt 
St Edmunds, Tome Feb a Ww Bury 8t 


Hinds, Stourbridge 


Gairritus, Wittiam, Swansea Jan 16 at 2.30 Off Rec, 31 
Hap. pee Cleckheaton, Yorks, Chemist J; * 
A an 
a3, Of Bec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford” 
a ha og am =” Jon 16 ot 12.30 Off Ree, 1, 
JONES, epg cies Donte, Pevdinn Metunt 


Jan 16 at chinbrs, Eastgate row 

out, Cuanixs Henry, a Jan Pee at 2.30 
Law ey, ih pe Bromley, Licensed 

Victualler Jan 16 at 12.40 ots Bromley Sta, Lemond 
tae Buren on Brat 

Jan 16 at 2.30 Of Hes Dynan Manchester 
Maxrpen, Georcs Bznsamiy, Commission 

Jan 27 at.2 Messrs Coles & Son’s Offices, 
Eastbourne 


st, Stockbroker Jan 


Natuansons, Brera, es: st, 
Nosort, fuacey, Bowe 





Jan 19 at 12 Bankruptcy 
Parr, Broadstairs Jan 22 at 9.30 Off Rec, 68, 
Pempertox, Artaur Epwix, Ashton on Mersey, Cheshire, 
Engineer Jan 16 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
ee Davip “Aigaso, Kingston upon H Brickla: 
Jan 16 at 11 Off Rec, Moute ta Hull ? 
Purtick, Freperick Vacentixe, Sudbury, Suffolk, Fish- 
8 Tous Leader Jan 10 at 9 Of Ree, 1 
MITH, » +9 
Seencer, Jonn WALTER, Butcher Jan 16 at 3 
Sw Anrsrici Hexny, | A le Dale, nr Lanes, 
se aaa en al Ot ene ped Fr 
HAXTE! an 
AS hon a Pak row, Looks 


Off 
Wass, Fee er ow Farmer Jan 17 at 





Witsox, Freperick Howton Ly med 
Furnisher Jan 16 at 3.30" Midland frota Station st, 
Burton on Trent 

Worrsinetox, Joun Frepericx, and oy erties. 

Engineers Jan i6at4 The 
North Hotel, upon Trent : 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ee y S ae"Gajens Newsagent Scarborough 


ArcuILE, Joszpn, Anstey, :, Beerseller Leicester 
Pet jan d On Ord Jan7 
Sean Tuomas c Coal Merchant 
Leicester Pet Jan 5 fan 5 


AKE, Henry Epuunp, 's inn Frame Manu- 
™ High Gout’ Pergané Ord Jan 6 
CuHapPLe, JAMES Devon, 
Pet Jan 5 jan 5 
Cua, S ogee Builder Man- 
gag lg jan 5 
AusEs? WARD, Grae” 
a, Barrow in presen, Ont mg 
ake 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 
Croweay, Fe Southall, Draper 
Victualler Pr 


Cowarp, 


Windsor smi 


Preston Pet Dec Ord Jan 7 
Ecciestox, Epwarp Maa Brierley hill, Grocer 
’ 


u Confectioners 

FitzGrore Gronce Wussan Avgurate, Hig Port= 
man sq, Colonel Court. Nov Jan 6 
“e M sats, Grover 















| 
| 


: 
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Rervs, Frepericx, Small Heath, api gham, Dunsrorp, Bensamin, Dewsbury, Tailor Jan 21 at3 off | Davigs, Saeey Abergwynfi, Game, Colliery a Abe. 
- Merehrn’ m Pet Dec " chmbrs, Cortusstion st, Dewsbury avon Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan8 


Rusu, Joun CAMPBELL, Bae ag Cuomo Car- 
marthen PetJan6é Ord Jané 

Swara, Witi1am, Moston, Manchester ‘Ashton under Lyne 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Jan 2 

Tiiaxter, Ropert, Leeds, Insurance Agent. Leeds Pet 
Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 

Trez, Freperick Georer, Bradford av, Red Cross -st 
Blouse Manufacturer High Court Pet Dec 3 Ord 
Jan 7 

Watker, Karz, Mansfield, Notts,.Grocer Nottingham 
Pet Nov10 Ord Jan 7 

Wires, Atrrep, Dean st, om Provision Merchant 
High Court Pet Dec3 Ord Jan 

Wituams, Grorce, Merthyr Tyaal, Colliery Repairer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Rossmvzy, Wri11am, Darwen, Lancaster, Black- 
burn and Darwen Adjud Aug 18,1902 Annul Jan 5, 
1902 

London Gazelie.—Tvurspay, Jan. 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Axvrews, Heyry, Bromyard, Hereford, Wheelwright 
Woree: Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 

Burton, Henry Asser, and Cuartes ALrrep GnrI¥FriIN 


Burtoy, Dudley, Furniture Manufacturers Dudley 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Butrrotpu, Georee Henry, a Norwich, Baker 
Norwi Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Cave, Emma Jane, Newport, I of W, Costumiere Newport 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 

CocKRELL, WALTER GzorGE, and Jonny WiLLtam CocKRELL, 
Gorleston, Norfolk, Builders Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan 10 


Ord Jan 10 
Cooper, Grorce Henry, Chertsey, Coach Painter 
, Surrey Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 
Cox ~ CHARLES, Melton Mowbray, Auectioneer’s Porter 


Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
CRAVEN, oy mee Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet Jan 8 
Jan 8 

Davies, Henry, Abergwynfi, oe Colliery Haulier Aber- 
avon PetJan8 Ord Jan 

Teams, STEPHEN, Chichester, Builder Brighton Pet 

Ord Jan 8 

Det, ~ Little Hampden, Bucks, Farmer Aylesbury 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Draper, ray Rppherier. Notts,Miner Nottingham Pet 
Jan10 Ord Jan 

De 5 ae 8 BenJsamin, 


Fosten rT 
Ord Jan 9 

Garpixek, WILLIAM THomas, Nery Yorks, Pot- 
maker Sheffield PetJan8 Ord Jan 

Greex, Joux James, Goldenhill, Staffs, eae 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

— Berxarv James, Wimbledon, Tailor 
— Pet ~—* Ord Jan 8 

Hayp, ILLIAM, m, 
Farmer Chottevticld et Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Harnipence, Issac, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Slater 
Warwick Pet Jang Ord Jan 8 

Harris, James Atrrep, West _ Breeze Dealer 

est Bromwich Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
High Court 


Baeee Samvet, Hackney Downs, Printer 
Hoxtpex, Tomas, Bury, Tobacconist Bolton _ Pet Jan 9 
Ord Jan 9 


y ad Dewsbury, Tailor 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 
Hounslow, Builder Brentford Pet Nov 22 


Hanley 


aingston, 
nr Chesterfield, Derby, 


Pet Dec 15 Ord Jan 9 


Kina, Josern Paxton, Paganhill, s Stroud, Glos, Baker 
Gloucester Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 

Makerrorr, Hexry Tuomas, Land *, Portsmouth, Grocer 

ortsmouth Pet Jan7 O Jan 7 

Pratcuett, Cuartes, Bishampton, Worcester, 
Worcester Pet Dec 31 O Jan 10 

Rostxsox, Frances Auice, Chesterfield, Draper Chester- 
field Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 9 

——> seme, 
Jan 1 


Farmer 


Hastings Pet Dec 29 Ord 


Rocezs, iia Tenby, Pembroke, Tobacconist Pem- 

7 broke Dock Pet Jan | Ord Jan’ 

HACKLETON. kTHUR, Gt Horton, Bradford, Builder 
Bradford Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 ai 


SHetrorp, Tuxovore Caries, Wedmore st, Holloway, 
ete Manufacturer High Court Pet Jang Ord 


Jan 
Swines. Fuasx Bradford, Butcher Bradford Pet Jan 10 


me. tll Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet Jan 
Ww 10 Ond Jan Jo ma 
ETHERALL exky Avoustvs, Folkestone Ca F 
wa. ee 
Wagan, oom Gnonee, Chiswick, Agent High Court 
Jan an 7 


Woesgne, ues, 3 , Blackpool, Tobacconist Preston Per Jan 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Axvnews, Hexny, Bromyard, Hereford, Wheelwright Jan 


Zlatil 45, Co —— st, Worcester 


Berry, Carry Commercial Traveller Jan 20 at 3 
Bo of nd 4 * Pavilion 6 , Brighton spiro ripe 
——, ae jun, Wolve Horse Dealer J; 
21 at 1 Rec, a, ether 


LPH, - Huxny H —— Ni 
Bat12 Off Rec King a Same a 


ee ea Onto t Cyaie ‘Agent Jan Wati2 1, & 
CHApwick, "Hexny, Sten, Lanes, Miller Jan 21 at 11 


Cuamriox, aa te aie James Counter, Devonport 
Cuppammase Walees, Harold Wood Jan 2 at 12 95, 


aepeey 
Darendons Aus, ext Bromwich, Baker Jan 27 at 
Dorris. Bes any Ee Dorset Jan 21 at 12 
’ J ee) 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless #t, Salisbury 


Ecciestoy, Epwarp WILLIAM, Brierl hill, Staffs, Grocer 
Jan 22 at.11 Dudley Arms Hotel, Dudley 

Fotxes, Epwarp WALTER, : , Manufacturer’s 
Agent Jan 22 at 12 of Ree, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

GLEDBHILL, apse Mor! , Yorks, Estate Agent Jan 21 
atil Off Rec, Bank ci 

Guny, CHARLES JAMES, Sloane st, Photographer’ Jan 21 at 
ul Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ho.pex, Tomas, 
Exchange st, Bolton 

Hutse, Frep, Longton, Photographer Jan 21 at 11.30 
Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

LovELt, FREDERICK, "Penzance, oo Merchant Jan 21 at 
12 O wen st, 

Lymgr, J 1¥-y Wolverham: ton = Victualler Jan 
21 at 11.30° Off Rec, Wo verhampton 

Manrgiott, Henry Tuomas, Portsmouth, Grocer Jan 20 at 

Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Mercatre, Wituiam, Cho! 
Merchant Jan2lat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, ester 

Mircuett, CuHarites Moore, Brough, Yorks, Commission 

nt Jan20ati1 Off Rec, Trinity House In,, Hull 

Piatt, Rosert, Russley, nr Baydon, Wilts, Trainer of 
Racehorses Jan 21 12 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, 
Swindon 

Ricuaeviev, Ispan Miueuer, Lianelly, Carmarthen 
Jeweller’s Assistant Jan 24 at 11 Of Ree, 4, Queen 
st, Carmarthen 

Ricumonp, Witt1aM Aubert, Ilford, Draper Jan 20 at 3 | 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey ‘st 

Riumer, THomas, , Liverpool, Professor of Music Jan 21 at 
12 Off 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Ristge, Jon wn tag Lewes, Trainer of Racehorses Jan 21 | 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Railway app, London Bridge 

Rorvs, Freperick, Birmingham, 
12 174, Corporation st, Birmin, 


at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
SwHag.ey, JOHN WILLIAM, East Kirby Notts, Grocer Jan 
21 at'12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl Park st- Nottingham 
SHELFORD, THEODORE CHARI es, Holloway,Pianoforte Manu- 
facture Jan22at12 Bank ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Sarra, Wrii1aM, Moston, Manchester Jan 21 at 2.30 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


chinbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Watkinson, Witu1am, Leeds, Licensed Victualler Jan 20 
at 11 ff Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Jan 2lat3 Off Rec, 24, Railway a 
Wuyman, Tuomas, Wednesfield, Bui 
Off Ree, Wolverhampton 


p, London Bridge 
der Jan 21 at 12 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Jan 21 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ANDREWS, 
Worcester Pet Jan8 Ord J 

Berry, Carey, Bri 
Pet Dec18 Ord Jan 9 

Bowpter, Joseru, jun i, Horse Dealer 
Wolverhampton Pet Jan7 Ord J 

Bucxiey, Epmunp, Craig y Nath, Barmouth Aberystwyth 
Pet Nov20 Ord Jan 2 

Burroy, 
Burton, Dudley, Worcester, Furniture Manufacturers 
Dudley Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Burroten, Grorck Henry, Heigham, Norwich, Baker 
Norwich Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Cave, Emma Jane, Newport, I of W, Costumiere Newport 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 

Cuapwick, Hewry, Croston, Lancs, Miller Bolton Pet 
Dec 15 Ord Jan 10 

CockreLL, WALTER GeorGE, and Joun WiLLiAm CocKRELL, 
Gorleston, Norfolk, Builders Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan 
10 Ord Jan 10 

Cox, Cuar.es, Melton Mowbray, Auctioncer’s 
Leicester Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 

Craven, Cuaries, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby 

Ord Jan 8 


Porter 


brs, Corporation st, Dewsbury | 


Bury, Tobacconist Jan 23 at 3 19, 


m cum Hardy, Lanes, Twine | 


= rehant Sen 21 at 
Rusu, Jouy Campset., Lianstephan, Cuvenartioan Jan 24 | | 


Tompson, Joux, Walsall, Bricklayer Jan 21 at 12 Crypt | 
Wuirr, Arraur "Hesry, St Leonards on Sea, Builder | 


Wirkrysox, Joun Georce, Chiswick, Agent Jan 23 at 12 | 
Witiiams, Davip, Standard st, New Kent rd, Dairyman | 


Henry, ‘Bromyard, Seen, Wheelwright | 
ns 


iton, Cammnedal Traveller Brighton | 


Henry Apet, and Cuartes ALFRED GRIFFIN | 


Pet Jan 8} 


DEARLING, ye ted Chichester, Builder Brighton Pe 

| Jan8 Ord Jan 8 

| Devt, Tuomas, Little ne aaa Bucks, Farmer Ayleshuy 

Pet a = Now the = rv " 

Draper, Jouy, Kimberley, Notts, Miner Nottingham 

Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 = 

| Dunrorp, Benvamin, Earlsheaton, nr Dewsbury, Tally 

Dewsbury Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Fasets, Joun, Clifton gins, Maida Hill High Court By 
Dec8 Ord Jan 8 

Furstenav, Louis, Birmingham, Coal Agent Birminghay 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Jan7 

Garpiner, WiLu1AM Tuomas, Conisborough, Yorks, Po 
maker Sheffield PetJan8 Ord Jan 8 


Green, Joun James, Goldenhill, Staffs, Grocer Hanley 
| Pat Jan ® Ord Jan 9 
Hanp, Wi wiam, Whittington, nr Chesterfield, Farmer 


Chesterfield Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 
Harris, James Atrrep, West Bromwich, Breeze Deale 
West Bromwich Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
a Tuomas, Bury, Tobacconist Bolton Pet Jang 
9 


| Hunse, ad Jengion, Photographer Longton Pet 
Nov17 Ord Jan 9 
Jones, Epwarp Mark, St Quintin av, North kod 
Book Canvasser High Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Jang 
Kine, Josern Paxton, Paganhill, nr Stroud, Glos, Baker 
Gloucester Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 
| Marriorr, Henry Tuomas, Landport, Portsmouth, Grocer 
| Portsmouth Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 
Mirsom, Anprew Cuares, Beaufort st, Bristol, Plumber 
Bristol Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 9 
Nosorti, Huserr ersans Stepney, Sloane st High 
Court Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 8 
LATT, Ropert, seonten, nr Baydon, Wilts, Trainer of 
orses Swindon Pet Nov 25 Ord Jan 9 


| Ruopes, Martruew, Priestfield, Bilston, Staffs, Brewer 
Wolverhampton’ Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan8 
| Rocens, Wriuiam, Tenby, Por ac vag | Hairdresser Pem- 
| broke Dock Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 
| ScARBOROUGH, Maurice, Wimbledon, Secretary Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 10 
SHackLeTon, Arruur, Gt Horton, Bradford, Builder 
Bradford Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
| Suerwoop, Tomas, Crowfield, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich 


Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 9 

Swires, Frank, Bradford, Butcher 
Ord Jan 10 

Vickers, GeorcGE, Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet Jan 10 

rd Jan 10 

Watkinson, Wittiam, Leeds, Licensed Victualler Leeds 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 8 

| Wuyman, Tuomas, Wednesfield, Builder 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Jan 10 

Wukisson, Jon apones, 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Wiis, Jouy, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Farmer 
Pet Jan 1 Ord Jan 8 

Wriacut, Amos, Blackpool, Hairdresser 
Ord Jan 8 


Bradford Pet Jan 0 


Wolverhampton 
Chiswick, Agent High Court 
Portmadoe 
Preston Pet Jan8 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 

Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
| requested that application be made direct .to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicrrors’ JouRNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 538., 
post-free (53 Nos. 1902-3). Soxrorrors 
JOURNAL only, 263. 6d. ; Country, 28s. 64.; 
Foreign 318. WXEKLY REPORTER, i 
Wrapper, 268. 6d.; Country or Foreign, 
288. 6d. 








Foreign Post Cards only. 


YOU CANNOT AFFORD 


To let the opportunity slip by. 


A few shillings, saved each week, can be safely and profitably 
invested, with possibilities of a return of thousands per cent. 


Explanatory Pamphlet, ° 
“WEALTH BY THRIFT,” 


is sent, post free, on application to 


CUNLIFFE, RUSSELL, & CO., 


10, Place de la Bourse, 
PARIS. 


Letter postage, 24d. per half ounce. 
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